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iL 


n8m*tn 'mj* 

W^, 19 4 

U ^h5qrirft/38/2010-T^qaiW^ 

49 3lk 50 ^ ?R1 VlRkPjf ^ IRlh li?, ’WWp 
^lfRf^-11 viHl^lRd ^IFf^ 

y5{i<r4> f^U“i yift«b<ui ?ro airo 

2008 ^ ABIHtIH tT? Slfira y^<r<4) pTtlk«l *H'KRW»I 
^ '3(n^VHi«R t^lHddr t I I 

THWIR 

^/38/j 

^■IMW 1 


fwftraJTnr 


dkkPR, 1963 (1963 ^ 3OT) ^ m 48, 
tR yifk4»(UI, 3^IW Wf ^ '9)8 

8 ■9T 3iN9 9R^ ^ 3lRnT 

^RT U ■dl55p^2/2007-1^lf^/'|lt9n^ 26 
I ^f a4 8;^ ^ wr ^ ^ 1IP8 TR8W 

'f 




(18 TR80, 2011 ■5)^) 

•qg H l HRl yn f q Wl ^ 11 Hfigl4» (^M) glTOR "qt 441^ s H>i) 4Hiqg<r j 

^ ^ ^ -giqra (^iRfiWld) it vim 21 2010 ^ ^ 

3R<1I8^ Wl'^ t I i 
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2. ^ an^T^T ^/23/2008-i7aT3Mt€f, l^erieP 7 3PRcT 

2008 ^ cT?cT iJrdH S=Ziraf ^ «t>|4j<4l ctd^d^ ^ 3f?r IT9J^ 


3.1 sm ^ w^s 2.2 t ^ ^ 

cR^ait ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t?nftftcT 

oilcTl ^ eft cIF “tRf ^ 3FT^ mIxI ePft «l» Cil'tld d'tTi '4rcle1 ^ tTF^Sfl’ 

^ ^fWR ^l<mf ^ ^ «fi^ cpmr ^nr ^ ct^eicit ^ 1^ 1 


3.2 tim citit c^ 3icii?j ^ eftriH ^ gft^ieir dfScid foUr srt ?R|Fep ^pt 

aigftsj cp^ ^ xwaMt^r cpi HcEPite 2008 ^ wjs 

2.2 fP ^ ^ ^ I zpt^ tol^ foltr an^T t?^/23/2008- 

X?3T3fPft€r f!;5IFP 7 aFRxT, 2008 fp HRT ??! g it^eP^uf ^ p aRT 

i^^cl y<»J<si fcR't^cTnr cRlT <P u^^iq «P Jlloj^l 5 Nt1ICI ^ 

3lwrf^ «PT^ ^ t^STTtP 14 ^pnt 2010 Jp tT? tp <H4I<H4 «P ^RWT 
f^7«7fctf^IcT <5^ Qy^ci f*Pl? :- 

i) ai1^<W Jpt^TelT d13^^m ^ f?I^ q^^fUSlcT EP^ 8^, Ct^. 

sit^l^PFm STOciT ?raT ^R^pnf ew?ir, hPIto d 3^ ^ cRTiRT 
TWIST t f^Ri^ aw 5T SIT? w ^ uTT T ri^d f: I 355^- awT 
RRIcT 3^ ^ I 5TT Ult?ich4U| Jpt q^ y+dr<T H UreW ^ ^ 

^ ^ ?Pt^ 3qu5R^ ywif^ld 1^ 8 IT oTsJI^ 5Tr Hr«b l f^ gf > UTrim 
^ «|tW>Qld 192 cPTte WT cp aimsii^td ^ ^ epUdI 3TU5R^ 
UTdlt^d t, ^raf^P q^ yTTM ^ foT f^ri^tcT dPTH 32.80 ?^T1? 

UlcHbi^d ^ I % sPTpI ^ f^ppjnr cl>nt RRTcT 38.98 ePTfe WT 

Ufdli^d ^ ofr ?TT yi1^ch<u| 5ITT fclMdHf TH? SW mj??P 

UTrirar ^ 3fwrf^ SI^ apqr 1 

ii) aw q?j5q» 1?t?n1^it ep ^05 2.2 ^ iiW^Rd t«P q<P^K 5i«r 
IcrfSisw cR^ait ipr TT^dii qr tj^rw jpt ItricW ^ftentf ^ y?j5«p 


• • i-i Hhtw m pi if»m«[«iN»ii 


I liMl .1 


I'i IM'I' 


IP4>WI4* <o.>r|iKMni||H 






[1^ III—«»r4] 


^ TRPRI i 

" ■ : '■ • T ^v4g!;vy, 7;-^ ■ 

^ oOcfr I # g? # 3Pi^ qra g^ ^ eSNisr 
3^ gcrw ^ ^TRiJT cRgsft ^m iWM ^ftgnt ^ ^ 
cTHig anr ?i>fr ct3^«Tat ^ ^ r viHilKftft ^ *fr gw 

?r. gw/g>t^/i25/2008-i|3 • 1^3igf 25 artlH 200» ^ 

»i4g i 1^g1 ^ jgfe g^ wiiisR ftsgr t ^ ^ 

4(x) ftePlt ^ 1^ I ■ 

iii) 3w gQjogi ^ 3^ amwgifr ^ % w wf^gwor f ^Hi^ 

grga^t ^ wpsif ^ ^Jgtg ^ ^ 3W ng^gr g^ 
3fk gf g^;?g» grg ^ jiiip'gigr gijf ^ ejfeiT ^ g^iiT H 
g^ait ^ gr ^i^T imj tg g^ gg g9ft 

^ ^ gpj ^ I ^ gft^ - ^gigK gfr wygai 
^ mm gr^g? gft g yts# mvi^ 
at gf 3ig i^it ^ gjtig 2.2 ^ 3ii|H<» i # 

^1 I ' V 

SM^tcKi qR f ggQ JitagR ^ ^ ^ gftgtsr jf^Rw (ggaftgg^ ^ ai^iHr 
%qT ggr gr iSp ?g ggg t oitg gi ^ aon? i ^ tfifeRT ^ 
aicRT ^ aig g^jpg> IStga g?^ ^ snr yrga fipffg* 2i 35 ^ 2010 ^ 

mm g»r gzrr fsr urRjg><(q srt ^i»r ^sgr snstr t 1 g«^ sw if^gr^scT 
ail^tgKW gi3 g git gwciraft ^P ^ ik 3 ^ ?Pt Jfiwg ^ g^ 

3 ig?cm ggr gr ^ gcaa gt wmt t ^ git g g# i^Ri^ # 4Pg % 
3 ?^ gJr ggr g??^ *i®3R®r wiar ^ awsgar # j g% fcr ggn? 

gsr ggR gjjtagi 3w«g tlai t eft isItcT uftw ai^iag pt as^pg ««ciift<i 
ai^tpr aftei art^cw gwai g>t alegar ^ ^ aaiF 1 1 

I ' ' - 

4.1 srgig ^ cfla sfgiag (gaailg^) ^ m 

tftft/2502i/6/20io-gw3fiiftlt tStsfig* 4 figgg 2010 «P ap* ftiirtWlkT gaigr 
t :- ,1 ; 

i) gftgtoiar ain^ agr g^r’* a. 7 f^ga gftgw 2iSBRi #f awa 
raa^ fcig aia g?|?g» f isa.oo/- IStnir %w ggr t ^ 
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^ cpiTO ^ cPRT t i 4.€i 

7 mRWIoicii di*id 3finr 255 «Rfe ^ ?r. 

11 I^^IcT 4 qwr41<W)M q5i^/2|5tsp # oIRlH 

442 <l>^ ^ I tnc 7 IIT ICXXXX) cl^ 3ft. «Pr «l|cT 

srsr ^ 3W 3f. 11 q? snsT 75000 gat aft. 

m aftIJiH ^ ff I ?3r <Ftg>git graiHr ^ 4.03 

f^f^flH ^ aitoaar laaiciT ^ gftaftfStcT fipgr % ^ 7.2 

Qfi?|gd qi^ €w^ ^ epi# ^ t \ 

ii) tiftaftoRT olPTcT qiz: F. 7 ^ qftafidaTT oTRIH gSRT ^ gsP^T 
3lf?l«P t ^ 55®gcRlT qeT^f3lR3Tlt, STRPJJ, Tflgr TTr*! U^U| 
f^aranr 3^ cT JT Rf^ jeg w n gj^ g ^ t^ft ^ 

# qpt w ^ aiiT^itid ^ ;# g^rarar atfagr ^ ar^ai roi g 

H^rr oi^ToT it ^ a g^fg^ ^ arrE^rfer g>?EW ^ gftg^T ^ 

«PK«i ^ I 5l3T STtfsirg ^fcRir cpr Hi«id ^ g>ftg 192.00 tbOs ^gg 
t f^TH^ g>lg^ 0> 3TOSRW c^ pirih rff t I 3n^, ^ 

11, 85,000-1,05,000 ^eigiftcngi^ %g 3TTg5R ^ ol^ # da^dl^ 

^ TOitcJcT t, t^n=i^ tet^ (-) 17 ngr 3^ 'sm ^ f^fgnSui 
'trl’t 'tll^d airft oj'C'lci ^ I 

in) ^ 3lf3f*lri ^ 'H«i‘g ^ 1^ Mrdd URT 3lf^*i>cl<H 

gid cRiT gi4 tn«Hcii3Tt ^ sTi^i sij^i aidfoi ^ affr g? g«Rr, <n4 

g wz «RT?g3if 0> ^ ^ 31^ g>r nm ^ aiosRW eiaiHr 
aiTMicgaT t fif) jjRiig gfgr ^ grcRr it 

3^iJ3t ^frfStcT ^ oit Mrcid f^tPId ^ ^ I gf^ 

^ g 3i5g> arataRT it sht sffm f^g>Rft g)t 3ff?Jg> sioig 
fcpgr sng eft gii §r?cTT ^ ^[^ir f«)>gr sir ^rpcIT t i gf^Rft 
gT3 «)> «i>K*j| qrofttfi^r ^ tR RgtoiR ^gR^ iff g>r^ gigr 3TTc?r 
^1 

iv) 3rt?jg> ^vJi RRiH. cTgr 3i<^'i§n' rrih ^ g>R^ Ti^Rg gaj^ aft 
9ite ^ gii|g I^RT^ 1^ gftgto ept arrgntgj gaggr Rig i 
g5tgRT/g>)g> aft§TR ^ agfr ?rtg t aifr uwifcld yeg 3Rr 
g?j?g> ^ giET^ aft fR gftgfoRrr ^ gcgr^TcT gfoftg>rit3ff 3^ ?fxr 

irq«-ci ^ I 


'i 









[i^niffl—^TO4] 


»irat TW 


a awiWTPT 


3p 


V) eRg ^ foUr 915 # lltfwt qR^rt'sWT ^ 3«^ 

^ % fpUT anr % wis 2.z t mitm, ^ 

qfWioisff arrro ^r«^rf?>H #, % ?Wtr if fftm ^ f?nr .w 
ara^r ?i^r 

4.2 ^ amjiT qr cWT gic w. ii if q»rtcir dafem ^ 1 ?wrt 

# anemraicff ^ ^ tw q!r 1^ % aw qgpp fiwr 

^ si»5 2.2 sfr ^ era? amRo^ ewr ttrih ^ ^ fr 


sfhTR ^ i2i^i55T ^ ?icff ^ cin«Tif Tja^ gq cplqw d9few ^ fora afopr 
aw q?J?^ ^WcT q>^ qr fSWR q»t l j , 

5. 3fRT ^ ^rm ^ ai^qidH !*4^ dOfHH f^ aw 

q?joq> fSWcW ^ qwaMrft ^ 2010 ^ q^wi qr is 

5ra«R,20t0 ^ <r>i4<iii ^ 

6. qrofttft^r gwjsR^ ffFEfra » q^ ^ ac q^ i H ?iglf ^ f^ a = ^ci a' ;- 


q?) 


SWT ^ira 11 an 
qqloW if! lira 


iff. oiwr X 22 3ft. ^ ^ I ^ 

ira H. 11 q^r ^iiHid4 w 22 3 ft. 


qr) 


3r) 




era? atF^r l^ira q?^ p q?e?ra 1^, f3w% f?ra «fctw ^ ^ 
airaiR ^ oi^ioit q»t q»<r ^ ^ f^ wtw sra qra spt 
;^5w f2t?qr omwr 1 j 

'‘'' i 

qceW ^ qra 3T. 11 q»tqo!r aiRta dUfdol if 76000 
q^ 3fr. ^ 3frt3»eT ip «*? >fl?P 4 aff^^SfecT ^ q ftqfOlel 

t\ . 

3itqr eWT q?5feq? eWT Rtoloft ^f?5^ft ^ fotq 

q>t5qw/q>l^/^3q-qcp ianfe 4? aiWIet ^ fora dfSfdol q?f 

1?t3pr ^?qr ww 1^ I 

igwra qrew ?qw % w n # q^wfitH qftqw airain 
dffidH if ^ t aiRn^ q^W^ 4? nm ^ fora 
^fcPJT TMf I ^ qpr^ q?r qftq^ST iTff f^?qr oiraaiT I 
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U) S 










mz eftJTcff 


• aitecw ^tr: ei^THT cn^ 7.92 (uTT^nflir) 

I 1 

• ZWJ\t[ H2IT WloIST ^ 4^5aiOk tn 

3!TO ^ 31^ cT^n" ;^«RT 31^ ^PT 

g>3I?T; 80 cl 20 ^I^9rH t I ^ 

CIT^ 3I?I^ ^ 3n%P ^ ^ smm 4uicT41: ffUftcT 
irJT3Ttxft€t 3n^ ^T3iraHT ^ l 3 IHi ^ 3TPPR 
qr^ 31^ ^ qi^IHHT ?(f?T t I 

• ^ 3WI^ <HIH<us1 % Si^HR 

^ HIci^c RT cTSIT oI^FoT ^ 31^131 irMWH 

35,000 C5T cTOT Ufcl 15000 C«T <Hteil ^ | 


■S[) 3lf^chciifT «RTHT :- 

• artocw <e^£pqi4 «wht ^ 4.03 (u«h<?iiJIu) 

qicRiiolH ^1 

• 3if^cfici«H ^it4 ^<hc1i ^ tpR? I^IT IjQ cT^t 

3ft. 3 CR H8IT 12 C^tsitqT 3igqiH 

cPTcTT t I 3Tl^tcPrW ^ eWHT ^ ^Tcri^iT «t> fpTcr 

a^r MftH 3iH5fo4t t ^ ter 

^1 

• U3r3Mf€t ^ qciFiT t ^ f^n^t$?Tt ^ 

q>r ^IR: 71. 11 ^ TOlfcIcT chig<41 3TRIcr iOfcHol ^ fcHT 
Tftit- RR]; 3T^ cFT t ^ <HW<iu4f ^ 3t^7TR 
aiu^Kui 7^ 7=2nR cP iTsiFr arETSifer ^ ^ f^r^iiftcT 
3nT77TT I 

• i73T3iWt€r ^ qcTrar ^ftqr f^wn gfspr 

(ofttRTiMififr) cT2iT TTRtfsnranf, atRi^ ^ l^t ^ 
f^P XI3T3fPft€t ^P qrc: 7T. 10 CT 11 ^ cI^W?^T/^Pt«P Jpt ^pcIR 




« 4 .|«i.pii 4 MP 


l( 4 IM> I l«'l| .< 


I '■ 





III—4] 






3irE0f fer oPiF a p spsR 1«tRir alk ^ifsich 


SRT 3?H«Pr ^ 

TO^Wt^r ^ f 

31H: ;StTRnJW» 
3ri?l«bd«H ^ 
t I 


nf jRr jmr f ^ wihuH'M ^ »ft 

^ m 3f55qra5T ^ tn l?r«r ^aarai ^ i 

^ l^ft iPT 3i«|mdd ^ ^ 

war ^ ^ f^9iiP^4# t Rrsrasr 


• i ? 3 T 3 <l >l i <a snj afteaw vmm (+ich^ii) 

«T3?aT i j- 


i*1#ldl 5M<l'l*»l i 

.XT: yr^l^F ^ 

€r: erf at tir^r 
a iff ft i cw ^ 


UpSR^ 

liwar 


70% 
80,000 SET 
4 

18 9R 
4.03 1!7|<!Mlltr 


• 31H; dfS^Era Epr J l toa TT gfflHT 4.03 TTBiWrf WEfr at 
^ fti^cii3rtr ^ <f>*i t I 


TOlt^d foUr 

sneft t I §'a4>i K|ci-(mi ^ 



TfroWWi 3Rf a?^ ftcRw 


aiaH f 441.74 iiv^& nT<w>ford 

4m8 w*il « ' 


EIPIH 






ftftiT qWSfg WR apicT : 


gj) *i#l?raT wosRw 


w) «<i<n«iif«w1 ^ f3pn*n 


ar) asili 


€r) Wl^ifki *ilw «i^1 *f>f 


5.) <hhihl 13 witr 


xT) JPC 4lrt 


f 19S.03 



*CT 5 UfJlWH 


4rfs ar*jt # 


192.00 


0.05 


2.50 


0.05 


0.10 


0.32 


9.75 


204.78 



3*WW, 8Ww <Wf «H8lM(l 




3nq^ sm 
R-ifttSid ftsir 3n^?n^ 

3fflR 

loW 

®r ctJWiW 4> 


IRrUfiRT iMW**! *W 
Rraa>T cPlT ^ 

-Huan 

M 

q>l<icii 

rtf 3M4>‘<((i| ift 
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5F) 3I?I3r 3IcpflST- 2 

2 

88.00 



W) 4w^iH 1?I«4T 

(Fra^ 2320 3it.) 

“ 

43.t5 



JT) ^ FrtST-t 

1 

9,00 



tr) 3i?i3r aisraflST % 

fcHT ^oT - iU-lW ^ 

0.15 



5.) <»f1oif%i f^i^JcpeT q)T<r 3Ilfir ^ 

^CWI 

0.05 



TRr-Tt9ra 4lf^ld surf 

'3.00 



DT) 3ig^Pl4>dRi ? 143.3S th-rts 551 5 «K»«d 

7.17 

150.52 

iii) 

T2lI2|V (^43®iPicDciiv <F!t RiRloi cTOT 

HPIcT JP 5 uQtird) 

16.92 


<H4fdl4 4> fH (iofF HPId (H-fi+iU) 

372.22 

J9. 

qig » gprip » ^ cIPIH 

?trat # 


i) 

me ^ R<h^»t eft aPM 

23.29 


ii) 

«isoil t«lor«lT/^ffi:l«loicii 

1.00 


iii) 

Qicb^u] Htrr 

38.98 


iv) 

RtbfiSrl -HlflTft ^ SRHI 

0.96 


V) 

qr«IT 1^6l«ir 

0.84 


Vi) 

<Hto{^r “^elol d1<ll ^ci«ii 5ioi«ll 

0.05 


vii) 

3jJihT 

0.13 


viii) 

4>6-S^ 

0.96 


ix) 

I2||2|«r {? 66.21 Jb-ite EP 5 uRsfld) 

3.31 

69.52 


y<1 4}^ (^ + V) 


441.74 


(iv) if>) ^ ci>r ai^Hcf 

3 ri^‘i>rci«H 5i<HcH ^ fePT JftSIR ^ 

? 62.26 g ' ^Ir l^T cTmcT O l ^ s p l ^cT # I 

• 1!r?Tri^it ^ ^ 1,40 

fsRl^ TgUcT IFF ai^HR oPH^ ^ PRH 

yi«Rf>1rFcr I ^ 4.50 Icl^d 57 3tM6l(4 

^1 

• t^lUlpT cIPTH q? 2 ytcTOlcT ^ 57 ^ cPH 3FPP7W elPlcT 

tR 7 yl^lH 57 ^ «7«Id cPir ai^TWW PPIH 
MI<W*f^d ^ I 

• 3Jpl?I7r cPT MR«f»rtci «i»MclV 3Tf?lf?PPT ^ ItfPJT 

ollcll ^1 






l||p|i|RiHh mv Mi 


iimflifi4Wi« "1-^ vamwi 


ntvi.^ 4 jv M 




[<1PI UI—4] 


W ^ TUm : 3rai«IR0I 


• ytft Jn? 34.30 pfct «Pt 3ft. ^ 5T ^ 83000 ept 3ft. 

^ fetiy Mcci tn*pfwlcT ftwii oficii ^ I 

• 3(?3T C2I3T 3fgH ^ for 3J^ W 5 trict^RT 

UI<Khf^d f^ 3IR!T I 

W) tprf-q«f| 3r1^t1vt^I3r 31i^K foT ^TRT oIPTcT cT^JT 3T<r3Jp5leT ^ 

<r srfcwwi, rtc^ ^ i% ^ f^rar jr ^ tm ^ 

rraioR en^icT oTTiapr t 3.72 ip^ ^ i 

(v) irUdRilld^l ^ Wf!^ ioira* R MQid ^jjSt r ytctw d^W^ I 
16% ^ I 


(vi) 3ncr93ra> f ? r 3id<id ;- 

(«pti? w^if a ) 


?P3T ?f« 

fcrt'IWI 

fl^-JIdl 41*4H|4 «w4 

H 

2117 f^2R> 

‘ 

iflW 16% 

56.85 (*) 

11.12 

ii 

dMId 

62.26 

3.72 

iii 


119.11 

14.84 


{♦) T!3T3tWtfr sm mROxHH # ? 16.92 ?P^ ^ f?»filtr lj^«n*ld oIPIcT R 

alclMJoT 3PRT ^ |r I 


(vii) ci») fit?ir-1^ft a Icri^i f ft) sftsR cMjcbdm t 

aftfttH ^r5n<r, d^fdi^ tm, JfsR^ tor cRit fticRi tor 

*PT tI>3T9T; 98%, 1% !?TOT 1% SPT 3r^Qrfol«P ^i|3ir | 

Mrclel ^ «lc1l<1l ^ ft> oRI^ ^ 2p3ft cRlT U^jr^T ^ 

arsR ^ 3n^to arsRnr ^ H f?Rflf3iH ftwtr oUctr 1 1 ^ 

^dTifoii ^ ^ jpRor RT TO?r ^lofFT 2ft Jftror 

d4^dl^ TOR ^ 3ft Stetr ollcTr t I 

W) lf5R®r TOR foftr ft ^tJSr VR®t tow :- 

i) TORW ft, TO3rWt€t ft sft^I305 2ft 18 3n3tr I 3RrtR 
3fl’«<i*i, 56,000 23r (0.7 x 80,000) 2pT mftd 3tl2pR ftiftt ftt 
ftSRW TOT ft 20 fipft ^ 3Rrf^ ftW W 3IT ^t2TOr |f I 
<R!g?TR 20 fipft 2Rr ifSROT fftgRP U4dftd t I 


1489 GI/11^2 
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ii) ^ SIcTRir t ^ ^OT3^Wt^r 3t X???55FqTfti7cr 

SHT 51? cT 6^ ^ STTT fcrf^ 

3jJ?r i?)57raT/M5Rw tmiT 3ri?i^jtFrr 19 is oj*T 

2007 ^ 3Tg?IK 3I^?nT ^ :- 

• ^Jc<P 3Icl1^ ^ ^ 5 H«l» «n^ ^ 

2!T - OTTRt JPT 10% 

• <5^ ^ fi;5T cIJP # 5tT - ?Pr 25% 

• J^IRF t filST cl«l» cPr ?T - Vf9n^ JFT 50% 

• 21^ ^ 5tt3TR STT - 'HWlt W 100% 

7T) iiH^eW 3TT5 pT 31^?IR Ufdfcid dR^HH ^IR: 11 JPT 

ffisRw ynTT P t ygig ' d ufdiRid t -- 

i) Rlv^o<l> IcJcT «n^ 5 fii^it - ? 30 H. 3cT /^T. fijcT 

ii) t5^ ^ fecT cRF* - ^ 75 ^T. SiT /y. 

iii) ^ ? 150 ^r. csT /g. 1c!H 

;iT) W3lWt€r ^ WTHRI ^ 5IHraT ^ 56,000 C5T ^ 3l1^ 20^ 

3IlcbK ^ f^nr felt ^'Is«^l 3ii«^Milci«f> ^ ^ 

«rSTt dlM«»fl 3T5fe 2800 S«T 3l1^ ^ ITT 1 I 

56,000 ^ tPST 3liq)l<< ^ m4^ot ^ Rtv Pl^^«xi» t^«l1 

TTS^ 2800 Zef fiicT eft’ ZJT ^ l^epnfr ^ feHT 3l^«Hri 

1^ ft ^ I (^ UWll^d 2f?31T5T ^ ?lrf3rcT Sift f I) 


^i1$|lRT imaftxftft 5RT atraict dR^del ^ f^ 

ufdif^d sm ^Rj5<i> l^wcjd f I 


ftjRTO 

u-wiftd am 5Rjc<i* uft<tfNii (?) 

JIIH <H^c(|4 U»<K 

295.41 oft 3lt, 

WRW TOR (20 fcfR <ff 

aral^r ^ wi ) 

xiffi 5 ftJT - ? 30 51. CT /U. 

6-10 t ftJT fig? - ? 75 51. rsT /5r. fipT 
ll4 ftST ^ - ? 150 51. S5r /5r. filJT 

RlRW TOR 

OTtflftd t 

tnc PH'IHJI 513117 

1.115rfcr ofr3m€r 5rf?r tfer 





III—4] 
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7. !c|f^ tniJi^ff -titglct 3 i«^'Hi< «Pr fS^ich 21.6.2010 ^ u^n 

'tisiRJci u^lil'icncilsit/u^ii^jqKil fTEn?,, SIRt^RT <tlipR«i»c^ (STOiKfi^ SRT 

TOTIcIH IRrlRT ?rt|<T) ^ ISJW 5111!^ ^ ^ m I BRT 

3ric*ft5RT 13!fiJ?Sra»cfelt ^ 8fr ^ 3l^?nT ^ ^ I 

U5!i)j|^c^3it/g4^j|chcrt awm arRifitcr ^ ftccjofr 

*1^ I 

8. # 3 i Hfi = ra> ^ in amiR tj^ ijTO#Efi€r t 3 . 1.2011 ^ nsr 

^ airaf i«|j^ »rar ^ 3ifc^ft«w ^jjaar/ ^ i inrafWl^f ^ 

3Tq^ l^aiiF 15.1.2011 ^ pt^ t 8):^ I pnt attr y<Hii1ind ^ wta 


3Rn«r ^ IJiwraa I* :- 


ART 

a. 

f*nt ww 

TnoMlfl %TOT 

tm 

3lft9cl3T CfIVcIF 



v) irfUgaiT mg tpBir 

mcti*i ^ SlftftnW tiic ftTTRlF Cl^Uwi 

<{l<ivi ’di^oi oFflott ^ 

fimiT ^ fliRir 1 tRrM % <hr 2.2 
^ qs^T TO ?r 1^ iRaiftH ^filtn 
^ ?W> 

01^101 (tj^ ^ ’««f>cfi 

f 3llT ^ »ft ?ljtJcr ftwi t 1^ CTOllWt 
^ >fr f¥ JRCT ftRir t 1 

^rtlClOiH ^ 3Rr cWT 

ISrtnSwr ?rt3isn «f|cfr 30 ^ ^ araWr ^ 

Rut BM^cf ^ off ^ (r, fflff MrHH 3^1 
Bltlh(or # i^nnn^ suroft 4ir 
4146(41^ ffR^ TIT PraiT 1 

trtw ^ oifjafl *Sr Bitost l¥si1cl 

ffil ^49 c) ^ 4m>Mi4oi oi^ioiT 4fl TIT 

UrdH ^ ??rillT7 1J|?IK Sfft ft^ff ?*il’ Bff ^TT 
TJT cii'ici T 800 ^ 3 iR1*i> fi<fl 

fTifoiTr *!Bi«*r Blw ff uwifl 

480IHMH JTO # ^ liRff TO t 1 3ia: 
^RUflfoT oi^ioil *fit 4i^rii4 TIT Rlww H^l 
ftBff TO’ t 1 


V) affiTptfn ,^ tPiar 

1) Hrci«i 5RT u^Bld 3ii<lcf4 ^ 

rS.OOO Jff. % ^ jf ^ Uc^*tt 

^ ffRT ^ off^ ^ ff>I ^J?RT BTO 

3iwr 1 viMifiid 4 ^ ^ Dte^ ^ 
^iteRT ft, ^ Jft <jJ3lcf 

ftwiT oinr 1 

CRT ^ of!^ CRT IN’ 

5026 aft. fflaff i Ufdrfftd 4 ^ ftl 

Trtti^ 5Pff^ ptrtftd Tiroa ftff 

olff ffft q^ftaiT f^lTTRr Tlfraiff 3raTRTO TO 

ffUBft ^ 3iraion#t ftr ftw SwiftH Bto to 
11 

1 

ii) ffc^ ^ its 1^ 80,000 ISit sfir 
liSRTff tBTO ffff BWlTTff ff!T^ Jiff 3mnT 
M(^<nci«i SiciW 1 Mr^qi fO^ W 

311^1 ^rf^EH TOT? 1 

80.000 Taft % SiSRTff «ITO ffff 017 

TIT cioa ffl^ 75000 TSr TOff ftl 311^ Olft 
^6ld1 % 3iniIT TIT pPIRIT OOT I 

iHar Tiff 3nffffT 80 after #1 ffftfft ^ 20 
l®7T 301^ ^^aft 1 
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iii) fWi cTOT U4di<ll # 

H+niRlci ^ 4 JTSRW 

-HIWII 45?^ ^ SihUT 

^ ancT *15^ int # *1^1$ fifFtwr 

^ Rr^«i 51^^ f^vqr arar ^ i 4 *i3R®r 
^ «f5^ *i>r amiR snw i 

sic-4ti> aj&Nui ^l3T i\ ^|3T cpr i 

>isR®r swcir # ?ra55ft#r W ^ ^tnr 

^ ^ oITST 45^ I 


iv) ftlS^ 3 Woft ^ ^ qrBJr H 

^ 5RT aiRT ^ aflddd f^ePRft 

ildPT I HW fl, 4ti4»d Ufdl^I ^ 
wicl^N 5^ qrcW # W) 

3Ticr jfir ftcbi-iH >fr iRmr I 


v) WJ«Je.WdI fttffe 0> 5.10 31^HR 

Ri'id JR'PT srar Jiif jnftfT cuoff 
trar dJinSd slcser m at aisRwr ^ ^ 
3RPII ^51^ 4<w d'ls^ *I>I 4»l<4dl 

3ttT ^jrtt ^FPR CRR I 9I3Ror ^ 
ti>)<4«i ^•ii jrtr oi»r jWR'H' 5>T 

»T Tfl ??!■ tNcT d'li't ^ 
•t-il4l«Tl<«l «i«i<'li I 

^ IRrira # f^T Rl*hc^ IR 
UltlR 51^ filRlI f:, «|1?SF TOTRT fff 
3iT9PT ^ iicTrar ?r 1^ ^ ^i^Fioir jiIstr 
tm ^ ^ I E*iEr?i4ciT iWit #[ 
u-Hif^d q^35f?r qr f?mR sr tR^ ^ 
4>R'WI Slcinf I 


Vi) ci)ei^i4cii fttrti ^ 3.2.1 ^ 

<i<ii«ii arar ^ icK ^rrfd ^ cfl? 3i<«<r> 
aflr 4> foUr 3 r?SI ^ EJieRJir «r^ 
tg tcT 3l5RRtRT # qRSr JR^ Jpl 
4l<»idi <I<iK tPl >1$ ^ I 3nr u9jF<i5t 
epi fg Rrt T W I 30 gqf »I!)t qfWtoRT 

3r 1^ ^ fcnr c^di'f tPr snsft uctr 


Mm«i ^ *iSR®T ^lar ci>f u)5<) gir 
t 3i!TOr 4 TR ISl^ ftnn t 

I ftRft Ift 3H4>l?aicPHI3ff 3isrt«7 M ^ 
3i^vnft<jdi 3Rrar PRPRfl it ^ ^ ofl HIT 
iR 3ii«)cii^ oifijofl 4> 3wrpr # Jinn m^«iic) 
fr, nSTRRT jpt t*nJT ^ gn 3fe» aw 
RRzai w 5^ #1 JfRrar 4 4 ^ 

n»I ?iilJid fJRir arar ?r i?r yuii<4) ^ urdd 
# aii4<iic^ ^t^idt 0t oiQid ^v(r naw ^ 'gtiR 
lfr ^TOcir t I 80,000 SR «wcn n1?r ^ 
aiKlcpriM flosRor ihdcM dai'^fl a^ jjr aJlr 
3iai?: iPr qafi 4> qjRor U4dl1^d 4f3fdd # 
^)a# ^ <ti»<ii (laidI c^<ifii4 5i^[ |f I 


Jrt' 4.68 t^rtcT. 2JT anol «Pr fSlihl^ 
^ SRI 1262 tJI>[ ^ # ai^ aft 

fjfl airai its anw 1200 srt 

# ai^ 2fl I ai?: 4 ^ Olc^ ftR Rarapr 15000 
CR 4> JpflJi fear ^ I fSlfer aiRor aRfe tR 

rri^ tfe 4 tspl ^r RTfcnt ^ ^ 4.0 t9i1?r. 
2 R Jfil tSUFRfl entaUR qftl^Jll^ H i|»l^ 
RRRir R^[ |Wt I 


felST oiltS*! ^ (!><•) v*i> tidRid 

fee gir nuroiR 1 ?rii anrair I 3 i^ aiRi<^dan 
rratar H a^ rrit ornrair 1 3 Rr Rnrate^ ^ 
■rfk^ ^<i»l ^ ana sri^ aitfl ^ at daid sr 
^ junft maft air airraff j qtt a ^ cif[ 
Jiga fe arp -tWi 'div'ii sit 1«p 4» f?irr 

»fr FfiJPrt aft flair alt? irMw n? Ill aft flair 
I $dl?lk' rrgsnr f?riT 5 ^ igfgp 

^ fferr arar f 1 


UR a. 11 (i>t WFarffe Rupri, Ocaa 4> aijpt 
ta «)cei4> 4> ttPPia nr ISrir Ifeir ar ?sr 
f I RR a. 11 qftaitaar jpt itpaisjuja njaa: 
^ ffeana ta arawddi 4> amjR ir aft 
ffeir ar ararar 1 ara: iRaur H ft 
JR ^Rir ?PJir ar f I 







III— 


i mmpi 


^ ^ 3raww*ff if 

^ ara^ iH Mi ft d afurar diS i dtf ^ 
30 jpff MftaWii 3ra1?t 4r ?ihcR ^cT 
if anoT fs^asnff if «i»lf turfrf siff ?Wf 
?ifif if in if 3n^ f^«i<(ft 

^ ^jaiT ^i^cii 1^ 5*1 

XR a?fna if sRih wmiR awe 
t i 


vii) ar) 18 fitjff in CJf affzR OroftiT 
QT tJitjK aa sihut aewt i 


w) aroMSr srt ai ra l^a jjf afiar 
fttrtter a?^ if t raig i H TOs<y<|»j ta gi 
sm aif?l?P Rfftar naicw #• wtanr 
if axf 2006-07 aar 2007-08 if otir 
tpnw: 25.6 aar 26.3 3flaT ^asr if 
a53T ^ I aiiia afi l?r. 

(aasJFqjftaR) srt amr c;f 3<laT 
ifa^fter ^ asjf aat tsiaffta 1^ aa 
giRW 3cTO I 


a) 20 ftpif tJRpp 3iafif aigaa 
aa^ ^ avRui aaia aal^ lar waaia 4 
ai§ aroar a asrra ?a?r f i 
P t ^exp 3roRf aia aR^ ga ^ 
3fiaT aiRsp gaiT aR^ar ftaiT ai^ 1 



a) aasfftM aar ga s tyit gfl aa if Pfis^ 
ffla aicif if aiigaia aa a»fa^ in 3ffaa’ 
cifa aaia 1 


viii) 7.91 6rfrraa za atff a^ # aic 

aiaai aa ftiar aai a^ag 

3 iRi*ud<H aiaar 4.03 f 3 rf?r. ca afef aif 
^raffta a^ ^ spflftr ait gRiar g«a 
aiRa* t IcW^ 2?lat aiaatat ilr 
#Rr asr 3 iaT sffr or aaar aa 50% 
aar sa af a fff ^ t i a? «aia 4 ^nai 
arf|ta sia asjff ai^ if asroa ^a ar 


ataar 2f3faa ^ aci! 3ii^aR zA ^lar iz 
aR t 3ia» ft» afaa d aR a. 7 ti i?ia 
ftd i 4 i C z;^ 3taT3i^aR 18 aR filar fr 1 


a a8 » g»g fla cf srt matna at aia 
aai iRflaai srt yiAa if ait aict ai«ff 
aiai!=a aafa ^ ^PfW t aaftr aasfWIif 
CRT aizr a. 11 4 aiaai^ ataira aaffilar 
<^1^<ii t I awM ua’iPkb gJJwr aiff ^ 
ara ar ftftaa rnftaasHtst ti am ^r 
aT^ait ’fif t, aa esf aflar p^ar aam 
mila gfiltjT ^ aw tWf 1 ai? a. 7 
oana tr fria 8fr ria^faR esfstar atfaa 
3iaaiaT aar 11 


WRiw ^ ifw 16 ar 20 1^ iff 
3iafir »picr tn^ % aflUira fija aa" t 1 
aifliH 11^ af aiaisar aafaft | affr 
aa3M)€r if oilt aRfa aita if a^ anar 
t I ^ tw 4 am ^ amr t ^ Bar 
^ Q^avr # SfaiRff atf tf sniff t aa Bar 
ca 3ia;if aiaar fiR sfa aa mfta atf 
1^ ar aaiRT 1 affar if ^laiRff ca> 
saRWHT aar aa^ar t fafiia caiaR ^ 
t513fg?ai srafif ajHift #f tWf 1 


aaafrtfff if cfla amt if a»aana 
^lacf aa 3ffacT 3 ^ zita aaw f> 1 


rr aar ait aiarnat aa aiiama 
if 4f ^ ^^RR %ai aar t 1 aaffr, aiHf 
if anaca w a>lt il7 atf t, a fi af aai 
^ jfira aaf *gr tjR aaff t 1 araa ^r anr 
»?a acnictiat *Pr gaar # aga aw spr 
saaia t l^rilaaR rr a. 11 ^ afWwai 
ifir a^feia t a^ ^ a?T ^ »ff aiaaraai 
t 3ttT ^ aa 3Ra am, asiai 3n^ fiia 
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3l<nq «l| «1iNdl 

^ foPT. f<ldK ^ loWf ^rar t. ^ 
qftsrcfcr ??lHr t at 4Gf«id awar ^ 45nfir 
?fl 3iro3ft aftr i^f^d f^P^r w anr 
Tt TOTPPF 4>f 1«Ict 1 olW 

oft 1ft> Uxirajp ^ gr^raai ^ 
cRa jftoiar ftrRfter Pl^Uvi ft> 

tbKui fJiai 1 

<^rt<ciw«i % 3T?r M^p<i> Q4^r 

tjctR ^ JisRor ^ wqiorar 4ft jftw 
3Tr«fea 4R^ ^ H tft 4ftt 9nt 

4RaT ^ aftr a ^ 4ft^ arftfSia 

sraar tPr aygaif ^ anm^rai a^=r jBi 
oTrh qr «iR 1^ onq i 3ft^4)d<H qic 
q qit taaar ftr arcq fty aiciT 4ft tqia ^ 
gq 4rcl»T 4ft aaiF oiicfl tft> 

31^ ftTi3ft?rtt anrta Asrar ^ 
wsqr, sigRui ^i 3 ft tpr swar, aftqr 

ftaafter, 1?l9j?4* aral^ ^ 453 ft anfe ^ 
gqR 45^^ §4 qit ai3iai 431^ aaft 

asraaiaft 4T 4*t 1 

Jft yftia ^lar t 1 ^ ft. 11 ft* fft4>idi 

^niT fl 3tRlq»cifti t ^ ylWteRT f?iy 

3il^ft«rci yy 3ii<ic«i 51^ I^<ii 3IF *eicpcii 

1 5 ^ «nK«i ^ ^ 

1 

• ft 

ii) 

ni^icf 



45 ) UrdH ft Rlleld dNId H'SH"! 

5^3T cT tiq^i cTPIH ^ 3ii«ncici ^ 3iMcni^ 

ftdft ftl4 (i)«-a<)^«^ gHI ^4K UKIfiftdl 
RJli ^ 3f^?TR St^T ?fPTcf ? yrcl*l ^ 

§cf>l^ 2fT ^ A «l>l^ wt^cl 

STift fiPtT ^ I TjftTftoRT oyq^i^Jcii 
ft ui<(<bdd ft) ai^rftqa ft g^aiftor 
47^ a^ 1ft54 1 qftqar ftsRw ^ 

a3ft 353 ^ aftr ?aft» f?i4 ? 192 wts ^ 

wiwf?ici cIPIH ^ t fcflT 

jRarftoft arafq iftft qil^ 1 aisq Riffter 
3Rft alk ftftq ai3iat ft> 4i445aa ft) 
aitttirq ^ a3ri% 3FaiftoT/ 

MU«r>Cl^/?JT tc|^<^qw|/ U<j\£\<4 cT 

qTotR 3ft Jpr qtftqr 45t 1 

yflf q^cl^ «ii>lc^f*i Wl^ 5T^ FTO 9 1 


Tir) fcRiI fft^ 9 ft ft 4ft4dl aiauui efftdd 

ft5 f^rlfta 4)T4f ^ 3jjEft ifttrtfta ^ 1 

43T3ft5frft SRT OT445ffta ^l3jWr 45rft 
aiaa ft fft^aft ft am 413 

y yrftxT, ?|2 =tot z[<r^, wrw 

453ftirr ftaft aftr 

^ cJRIH QlltSlcH ^ 1 

.(i|tf|«|^3 Mlt-iftolHI ft Wftftlfold HiP tfil 

af 4=ft ft? aT?ai$ ^ ansRoi ft a^t 
4f?45 tm JpjsRor ft t 1 fttftiT 4ft srprar ft 
)elft ftsiftf ft qftqf^ 45^ft 4t5fft 

cqqprftar ftfti ft5 ftaf 5 . 9 . 2 . 5.10 aai 5.11 
ft it?dtftld t 1 






»N I ' 'I >1 < 


I'l I" M'l I 







[<nn in—W15 4 ] 


’irai ■ 


3RB^ 


15 


1 

^ a 3itir ISWifer 31^ ^ 

4!R®r ^ii4i 'W'd fi|wr 

ofn?” 1 

.- ... 



31) eiWf a 4^l*ifeir 

3nPFcr^ iiHM«ll ^ ^ a 2 ft3Ri3R,| 2 
^45T, 2 IfiST, 4 ^ oils<cf 3ilT ci4>«^4 

iM4><«l ?ll13ld |f 1 k'dJflinft ^ U^<l 
a. film ^ ISliriftn 3w^ 

3^45^ Rnr cIRe UI44>c(d ^ 1^ 1 
PfrR 5ft Jpt ft? few H 

SfwJfiKT fir 3U4R®ft ti^ ,;t 

qfr-tfltom HifEf ftmr t 1 , 

few if 3WF f3|«itUd 

attr jrfrBw iM4dui f^r 
qfNianT if iifi^ffSid niff t 1 


V) ptetf t? ^ ^ 3>t 0.15 

grte ^ ^ UI44>c(H # 3e^ t 3If 

"3m^4d ^pff ^ Sriclft^ t 1" rRrTW 3l 
^ TRitfr 4^ st!^ 07^ «r9 t 1 fn 
31^ # 31^1 TOit sinr 1 

m %r d'lf^ % ^ ^ tr snR sf^flid 
fir ifrtur dipr cter ^ ^ wKr in ^gif if 

1 1 icff ^ fpPr 4 ^ 3W3r mwdd 11 


5.) qraiT ^ IWtpr ?r s'WPror 
UKHbHH if 5 % $r 2:T if 3ll^«if3|l1» 
fil'ici Ui<i<ptcici ^ ^ \ igft’ ^ 

fiS <ii«ici # 

»fc>Tr qra^M \ 

^ 3T^f5p^ 3 )|h 

®nlMCii ct3f«ici ^ fofir 3RX 

CJ^IUci «fR<^ ^ M^gci 3m^ ^ TOSrtt 
if filfitcr sr 3M4v(U| UI44>d«fi if 
3n^^f3l4> RRRr ?if gi<M»fc>d niEf filRir t 

1 ^o|^i U4 t 1I4 if 31l^«if3l4> HRp 
Hi«wIoiri ftnr sn^ 4> 4 »k«i gapr oinr j 
?rr»iH ^ 5 % 5T if angiftw 

ni^ici ftl«r<nf^ri ^ 3inilT ftW 

3rpj 1 

ail^liPl^dUff 4ff ftftV BRIcT ^ w if 4^ 
f3Rl% 1^ 13|ff«jf if 3IM4US ^ ^ 

4 oratiR fc 1 

1 

^) iiflfir ^2113# ^ IcPr nnvf^ 

w<*ici # RlRlpi cTPnr ^ 5 % ^ ^ 
tcffirtr oii^ici 9ii13iri oft 

ft? Sf^HlT *1^ ||» 1 #fC( fl|ft 

WRRpfptcT in 3ntIR K qjROT W«|c 

fllif 3ff fism f3l^9<f if fSftjfftd MMiH ^ 
3ig?nT inft t 1 

Qll^d «rtll4 3fl^ d44 HW d?fldil ■Hfllft 
ftfttr oii'ici ^4r <ciM«M nfifir ifmsff 4> 
ftftV «i*ici 4T ItdH ftwiT IRIT t 1 

1 

Bt) 5lt ftr iwafWiir sm 

WHKhffflrf cIRIfT 3rt^ 3n*C 

*ir qftsfifcT 45^cfr 11 

dRId, Ufdld U4^d 4R4 41114 dPHhf^d 
?1Pe 4t 4ft5rf#lH *Rctf t 1 
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iii) 

yftyipIH elPRT 



5RT Tr3=ir 

«ll4, % 1^<7ic>fl ftlci «Pr 

2009 3ttT 5T 4.04 I 

3Rr ^ tpiy 

^ 3ff ftl^ ?T pfi ^ 

? 4.50 t 1 ? 4.50 ?T ^ 9Tlf3|pT 

<IT «I>I ?TpT ^ ^ 1«(3lclt 

1«IpT ^ Ofcl ^lf|5T 3ITC I 

?T^ ft ^PT IJioicn w^ci apJT ^ 1 


w) TO3rt»fl<n A aro^fl ^ 

3!^?nT ufdiRid ^ Ipltr 

3TO5W aPT gp«p 

ftniT 3inr 1 aj^ 9JF5» a 

^lefl ?>l, ffl ^troi «lj^cl 1 <ICll« 

% Tjai3fWt#r ^|> ^ 3itrai^ aif 

ajW 2T ^ 9iiPl(i «R^ ^ 

? 34.30 ^rfcl int afr. pn?^ 
spf *iwicii fcRT inFR ^ ai^ 1 

iMi SKI jJ^aUfild «airHl ^ dif ? 292 

10 qat afr. aft JR ^ Rlf^ ^pap 
i^tllftd t 8 l|ft afrfpT 1^ i5l$9r. 2004 

^ aPjliR 2 % q. art aft 2R ^ ^ ai^ 

3lk ? 34.30 qtl^aiat^. ntctart^zR^ 
pII^^’H 9Jp?p 9nf3lpr ft>air apir i 

iv) 

jj^r-npii if^Hpi whfl fir^FT i?i5?rt H 
pylftd fjp 3Tai aiDHT ^ 

fclT 98 % STIJRapFHT ^ TlJfpII^ 

oaiR ^ crar i% wobrot ar 12il^ 

OTTt^ ^ dftwifsid tSiiaiT snaiT 1 

dM<i«W % «15^ ^ IJrdd ^ ? 

295.41 qlpT dJ)f^d afISTR 

TOTT ^Iftd 5IR^ ^ 119.11 ^qar 

^ ^OoTFcT 3Tra‘^<4«ncii ^ ^icl^ilolci 

! f^Jjarr 1 qrRar ^ Cl9jp<h 3raRr ^ «iRr 
^ ^ afUnr «l> fpMT WUBK ^fiHR 

UfdlHld 1?I»aiT fol^ xrB35FajjfH7R ^ 

STCTnaft ^ STU5R OTTR aPT ?i53^ 

§17 TOR Tll^IH 0> 3TOR 

aR -Hidsi ^ ^ fpiajr apn ^ | ^ 
a qrcRT f^JHfplfi3ld aPT sritT apt I 



ap) arnSSpajjftajpf ^ fetan ai^ji 

TiaicT ?I^ t *F*ft UFdlfcId aj^TOI 

dlJidp) ^ tprtr SRT fl^Jpap t?!TOaT 2008 

5RT Qllltla ^ 1 k'-HS*patfflgpl 
^ Ift TOR afir ^la^pli^ 

TOR aPr uf^llld % ^ ai^ fpRir \ 

2008 ft?iT ^ Rjarasi al? apRuft aft 

?3nt iRriiq % 12,4 at 1^;agpiT apir \ 
arai^r taKT at <hhhi$ TOitt ^ uf^9id w 
iff aiopq d^ aft aR?5 5R^ *iwi*ii •tj^Rla 
qfpRitT ^ ftpff tt 1 ^ ROSR TORiaia 
t, ip 3I^RR fSNrtftR 1 % 

crtRiaiR f 1 3nat, »r»5R ^ »n>5R 

^niif ^ ^ ^ oH* <m>di 


Ml I < 
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old! 9h 3im wnm^l ^ m ftw« ar ^ ft 
3T^ ^ q»Kwi ttri\ ^ ac5 tt 

^ncft tisar ft ?Rjt fip ^ 

^f?roT ^ loW Wnr 3ir<iRlq> ft cT*ft 

^ •flUTT areft 2|rA w 

ztirra’ ^5Hr ft i 


w^cirl TOR *i>t ^ 

^fnjpt ?RR5r 3IlcK4(4>dl JPT 4if2|}IMJ| 
3rtT 4)4^0114 TOR ‘ft ^ W 

^ ?q t rnSR®! TOR ^ UfRlfta 

?rat(t TOafWfSf SRI arronr 
^ ariq^T q?r ui4<bfoid 
aiRRiRPHi ^ ari^ gifljqy trr^t 
^ 1 fiRR JPT ai^qraR qR^ ft 

qrdR TOdlfilH TOR 3ltT Jtm p 

msRwr adPit H wfiro gst i 

^ ffttftt 4; RiR^ ft fftTOR 4r epRvr 
U+dW ft U44d ftPT Rq f 1 ftj4> TOIRR R 
SqqROT f4«IT 6»4Rt ft fft«l1ft[d RlRSift % 
ai^RR Rijt t. 3RT: filRf qsi Hlftdqi 

ar aaar i 

. 

5T) TOart»ft<Jl. fiRn R4?i1 H fJlqtftirl 
4iw<;s1 q?r «qR a HT yd(l««i q>t 

Sn^SR TOR «Pr gR: 4|UMI 1 

^ fiRiT f^it ^ qfe 5plt f^xidd ??lc!r 1 
?ff aftf^rR ^SRT oRft 1 JIUSK 

Pl^iUd <f<^4 ^ dW 

ufdiHid 1?rg?q> aiqRr ^ sns sftJiR % 
art^ 3!Ricr # tJiRftr jfir smr ai^ 
^ qg??p 3IS ^ artHicT 7i3R*r 
aiieiV<l<»>cH 9|c^ 31T ?I^1» 1 ^TOT 

TTTO ^ Pl«id ^ ’PTOT IR^cT tdt 
3W 1 q? 3ft 7PRT TO^R # 3mr 13Rrt 

^TTTT 1^ Vl<Tlli<lrl(l<b<ll on^ciidl) 
M»s\< ^ ^ 3JlMic< 5RT 

TOR ft artfllcT ^T3R5r ail<!R-(I4)dl ^ 
JRJpft iPloJIVJfl 1 

^pnir 3v^ (V) (a) H Stctt ai 

i 


q) fiRTT 'fft$9ft ^ aiSJRR fftfiw TOlft ft 
JR TORpfpifr Trarq jpt i% jPr aiRRqw 
pq ft tf^pTl .jiicfl ^ 1 Mrti*i ft *i>l^ ift 

iftfim TOR JRlftr t 1 fW ftqft ft 

IHW qp TOiq ftl> Rift ifttftt qq 
HgqipRT ipft R# filRir RRT 3^7 
ift fti UfdiRlfT qftroi SfftRcT ft filfiW 
^qrft 4 ft ftihft TORiq ft TOIeW fRW 
5?ftqr *RRT ^ 1 

aiiqlroq* ui<r<pQci R3IW q»f IJJ^RRI 

TOlft ft IftRRR ftlRT RRT ff 3ftT 3i»K»i RW 
W?ro TOlft ftWi Rift fftftftt aigRR «ftf 
SlRRR R^i ftlRT RITOT 1 fSiR RlJlftWPft P 
1¥iq 141411 TOR IftTOR 14w Rift f 5 f|: 
14toIR IRRUT ft R^1 sftiRI RRI f 1 


1489 GI/11—3 
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v) 

^1*1 



V) 31^g^ 1.2 - CTJUyg 
(v) tR u<Mif^a sfte !i<TCir ^ Uf af3j«<ri 
^ ot^ioi ^ 3ici[^ «F z{tn«T 

iwafWWi ci»i ^ Enc g?*i> ^ ^ fg 
WWll^d dl^Hd tUT irarasF t 

fl4>cii 1 M4nif^<i a4>'H<*ld 

cPIHT ^ ^ M+dr^d dfSidd 4!r 

yanr iraiFraj tj?r $3r f r % 
Jj;-*<ti4l 3IH: Pl«ni«i SIPJ | 

JFT IIRJT wft ftj RSnr 1RT3fWl€r 5^ 
^r»T 5I^[ iRsg R3 qr efifcfd U4ld<F iF 
q»RW 3T9f|ST 3RclI gfeNns# ^ jlspsISR 
qr SIfTSr f?1«5p|q qsdl t ?ff ^dd Ux|ld<F 
q^r EIR ftRiq ^ ^ ^5fl |iWt 1 


v) 31^41^ - 2 nra gm 

?4r 4Jxfr 3lEf|5T UWlIJld site (i) 4>r 
t^+dK ^ anni ISht^ 4i<Af^d 4i<^di4 
Jpr ^3it «FT 3cl^ ^ 1 ^ xirdR 
^ 2f>lt ipra> t?rt2w Rtnr oRTiHra 
ftpiT t, iRdiftd a ^?n3# ^ 

oTftr 

<IH<HIH1 ^ Itt^ R ftFUT ffl I 

oft ?r, f4T ^iu5 qft wflRld' IftRT onw i 


3T) 3 »i5HPTgm 

i) y+dW ^ thr IE # qrFR ^ «lciraT 

1^ 56,000 Cell ^ 3lR|en 014^ 'tii^cn ^ 
^ 20 ^Rr 3^ 

^ it «ren^ aiK'<»ri ST^rtcf 2800 

5rtct fJfffT 3iRJ<f> iR fer sIIt 

56fOOO cWi ^ Mi^ci ^ fclv 

2800 CR ofct fer jft ar^nH t5l«M4fl 
f?Kr ftJT eft 3wi?t 

!Wt 1 f4T 4ratT af f^adfrinUd *i»f FRt 
I^RT oHIT 1 



«5) 3^Frr ?Ict ^ «PR^ IclHT oHlT 1 

ihr 12,4 H epR^ FRd f<Bir w ff 1 feiRft jft 
WcT ^ 3?fj »jSKU| TOR 

??I?TT tep SfraiH^Pclfe# 

qif0|15qqi oTOT ft> feftT ajJRqR 
»iSK“l ^ «FT q^fl’T <R^ qr «HJST eRfqi oil 
4lftf 1 


W) 3i??T ste at 2600 55T Ofet fer «Pr 
ftwtfl 5T ^ 3ig*IRr 55? 3iniR UtlRr 1 

<hl 12.4 I^RPlcft ?T 2800 CR ql?! fijR 

3ftT 2600 uf^ fftiT *1^ 1 ; 2800 

qtcT f!!5r ipr i^<hl4ft 5T qir 3I^4IM FRl^ % 
qit # UTdiq ^ RiwK it qdRT arai t 1 


>T) <^<ifi4di ftyU 4. ihr 5,1 ^ irarar 
W ^ 1*F U4dlf3)d *l»I?raT dffidd ^ 1«»<r 
95T ^ 3n37 ^jxTcPT Oi^ci 

3ft?CT ft’R efts^ # 4lcl?T qq ^ 2000 ZH 
q1?I qci qR JUT ^ ^ qiaiHr ?feft % i 
JIRfftq ^Flft 5RT 3flH,ft'd q? *ft I^UPt 


I . n :| i< 








1 














XFsnW :; «RTCR«»f 19 



iWl 99 it 2000 CT ufe 

tfer 9r<r ?fRrr 1 m9;T4ai # 

39#RT ^ JfiqiT 9»r 3flf3lr*l iRTO 

cTOT 39?T ;1te ^ 2600 CT irffT tfel 

R ^ 5RI^ 9!I 4»k*'i qniv | 

R^di % foRTO TOR TO PrtTO BfJ % 

1 2000 esT ggr gcr PThirmt 4? foW onror 
^ ri^lMK Pl-WIH"I cRi 3lPn?T WIIMK >ft 
?ilRF gil^EU 1 cWlft, 2800 RT glct fipT 
PNM<(i1 ^ apgsir 20 4’ tiaidi g>r 

70% g)g!Rfr aiMgR ^ gf 11 

1 

ii) 3^T ^ 0) ^ VX^ JfSRW TOR 

aigtraRr ?i>r ?nRB Rttrt 

R 31R 3* >iSR®F am 4r IRaillltT 

Rt a ?nf3R ftnir w t l 

*isR®T gan^ g>t aitRiH 
Wi^grrfl aicff g^r ?n1?icr gR^ tg 
RrnftH R 3!R g#r WflftcT Wt 1 

gRps aragr g? ^ ^ ?itt »fr gngR 

i ^ OlIV 1 

gff ansg arai |r fti aisRui uxkI 4» r wst 
^ 3t^^-3 g»l -12 # feg aflftcR gg 
aiRr arRT sng i Fr ifl ft^rg* aigf^ ^ 
^ 3i«il?l ^ aR aiffcl dIA oiigafts 

3igi^ *fil ^^Ei3r ^ ‘ aiTR 

3fmt ^ ^ ddMd ^ ^ 3tig*tr 1 20 

f^Jit *fiv 3fggt I»l«xiK»'i ^ ^ 

^ ongaft 1 " 

1 

iii) ugl^iihcri ^ R 3{g gRfr 

uxiiH« ggS^/ offRT 3ngiH / juct 
gigfer anft: gR^ ^ l^sricT aJ rt ^ c4 
RT 3ra1?r 4» leW aj5i<(ui ustr r rri^ 
* Rian5=g 9R^ ofifr oTig 1 

^ ?r 1 


9, ^jirt (ijTOfltM) snr ^nr srarsr ?Rr orra ^irar 

^rar 1«J> tlcrlST SRT fit? oiqi<i 3^ fRcft «Pr cRF ^ SraW l^t^lT 

»rar t 1 ^ ssr filers# m arictiW o n gMv r ft/<Bift<n«b’(m 3ri»i^ 

^ feUr feTRF 18/1/2011 ^ fcTEIT ^Wr % 1 

10.1 fijsrra? 24/01/2011 ?i>r y5T3fM»€t ^ w ?Np^ <^hc|i4 

^ Tif I i?3T3frtft€r ^ nr tor isr f^r^r \ ^f^ERT ^raif 

^ xj3i3iWl€r ewr ^ra1?JcT ?ni1«wi/u^1«wi wrssHi ^ 3 r^ Icrtt ^ i 

I 

10.2 #gERT gSRlf ^ TOR mf ^if ^41 E1>r, lol?^ ^ 531^ 3R^ 
fiS^RF 18/01/2011 ^ tR SRT TOfW1€t ^ fiR’tqqR IT5RR CTOI 3^1?? ^ Wt 

fSlRT m I TOH ^ 3R^ TOIf ^ rtST JR^ ^leflF 91^ 5fr, 

attr pnt fi;5iR> 18 / 01/2011 ?tot 7 / 2/2011 ^ ir ^ oRr # ^wflf^Rr tor er 

^rqR I u+niq <1>t 'tiviit^d «i»'(i^ Sjt'nST Mend ^ 1*tJ5rf?lf^cT 3Rf «Fr 

^^IcRUT cR^ # flatniH ^r »lt ; 

i) 52R?r4cir fttjtt 3t fitq ^5^ fSraRR ^ mjRF tor ^ ^ 

5!^ fcTcIR fSRiT ^ 3fnMr SRR -Hd1qold4» ^ t ?TO ftR 

^ ^ I 
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ii) SWcTT ^ ^ ^ T J(1d4l ^1^, 30 cP^ 

ftjtr 3n^ oi?^ ^ I 

iii) McTt«i <Pt ^ aettPi ftwicH ^llotciT iTT HTW?t «R^3T ^lrf|3T 

TTTOfrcM ^ 3nH l^^pRft qr sissf i 

iv) eiPiH qjt uitKhHci «pr airair f^'JtieiiT 3T5 r^ 
nR<bdHl cTOT d'Wl^d! qHnT I 

10.3 f^T W37^ ^ fSiH u^lcMia ft/q qlcM T wrs^ ^ ^ ^xm^ f^pqr ^rar, q>r 
3 im«^ '3t(4i<i y*o t!<H3il*Jl£l <pt qq^ ^ 4 ^ q»r ^isrq ^i<4i 

5IT I q3T3Ml€l qrt UqleWliit/qq’l4dl ^R35Tt ^ qE<T ftujf&ral 311x1 cPT 
U-FcTiy oRir ?I3R SSIc^ ftujIDl^il r ^ 3^1% qjtf IxTqiT/fiuiufl 
^ 3^01^ tpl 1^^r?r ^tqi ^iqr 2IT I 

11.1 ^i^cFcT gsTcnf ^ ?i5R fcTEnt w qr, q^iaMfr ^ 3iq^ f^Jiiep 

8/2/2011 ^ qq 5HT ^jxRr/FPs€lcRur ^ ^ ^ q^g^r I^Rir oii 

T?r^ I 

i) qftqt^RT cpr sqq^l^ ftqt^: ^ oT^IoT t ^ ^ q»rqeir 

tR [^eb^q cpt cztr ^ tm Trar ^ I f*R 3ft 31^ 2PTTqft qr fftqir 
q>Tft ^T3R fft) ^qft sigi^i^jHir st^tcit 3f?q q»fecTr^qt toici^ 
q>R^ 311^ PlcDi^tfl ^ fftcftr !^, loRlft JITH 5(H<(| q^ToRt ^ IfttST 
Mscii xii< ^fjft ^ ^ftft ftq^ Iclepo^j qft 011*1 «i ^ 3 TRiSlq) 

3Tq U\u.M a ?irt?i?i tftjqi yuiiofi ft qrci^T ft anftqrft 

3r?Toit ^ dft TTSxi? ft gqiT f^^3Ir cmr 531 ft qidi^id ft Fiftt 1 

xjR ^Iftt qft ft^qilftcl q>3ft ^ fttoRT q^q^ d^i qlft sl*i ^ 

3l1^«bfi<H 3iusi<u| sural 80,000 dcT I 2[l?3iqi 

qqi feft 0 P 15 ^ ^ «i>i4“i q^rlrfctcT dffi<rioi ft stftt ftisqi 

«(<iwi 'HJ^qq ci^ ftai 1 Snft q^ qHiqi qqi ift> q 1 ^ Iftqftteft 

ft ftqftt ft fthlR tpl STRUT fcRir oIlHT t ^ 31R^ ^T Uxiug qq ft 
qq oliqftl I 531 ft Mrci<ri ft 3lf^lq> 3l3iq Hq^ ftpt qft ftqq oliqqi oft 
^ ft* fftq i^K<b ^ 3lk 3T fr 3ft 1 q* l ft ^ l qqqfft ftqftt ft 
fttft 8TRur eRai ciq5sMr qq ft 3T3iq t 3ft1ftd 

sqoiqqciT ciqi qw irMid^’Hi qr fftqiT qJTft |q $311 jr^h 




MMbWJWKliWIlh -ic 


f I . 
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ni—4] W TTsm : aroWROI 

^<i5nft«r» flaiT I 5r^?55» ^ <ivic« JJR^ ociq^i4^i 

Wtt qr ISmiT ^ 1?i>qT »rar I 

I 

ii) ^5riq» 24 olJiqtr, 2011 §t ^ ^ ?I«ir WJpq* ^ 

5 idi<.»^ ^ K 11 ^ dflSdd iir f?nr q?^ ISijq w 

^tsT aiRlcbd^ t 3RI^ qgfr ^ 0> HOT uqUd ^ 

q>lt aff^ftqcT ^ 3niffe<T 51^ fiuqr ^ wpfff I ins' w^icfr 

qrr anqscisT Jira^ i5t5^it at 1 ?I%<t ?!c<f 3ig?nT fipqr ^rar 1 afNr 

qjjft 3ik fw q »fiqr qqtzn»r l^qipq qtt ^ 

3ig?lR ifttM 31M f^rS# ^ WOSROT qr ^ 

«TI^R^ # dcf»^f2bqt qr tor ^ ^ I 

iii) ^ 59cr dl$PiJ| qft%3Fir q>T f? I 5i?IW q1^ ^ 

SRT 1^eiiq> 5 3PR?T, 2010 q»r qq 13^33^ -cii<t<i»l ^ ^ftq 

^ iHqtePT «Bt IJjSftqcT cH'icl ^ ^ «l>t 

q3T3Wl€r ^ qrgcT fipqr Iff i 

iv) U i cKbfeld TJ^UlcT ctRIcT ^ Wm vUtZ/^PfJm^ Mft*bdd iRIJRkrdr 
t qicfT ^ snsfr ^ I 

11.2 ^ f^5nq> 18 oisrqfr 2011 % ?3nt qq ^ ^ ^ qq q?5ft qr 

^siFF 8 q>^ 2011 ^ qq ^ d^cT 3iqi5r ateiT t i is sicrafr 2011 ^1? 
93nt qq ^ d?cT qq q?s# alk q^raiWl^r srt ^IoT qq sraiq m m 
t : 


H 

?3Rrt TOf 

qsiaftiftft vr onnr 


Wrtttft 3i«j<ii< 3fwicW 1^ 

HfHlftd 8j|3r 76000 irf Jfr. 3# ^ 
20,104 qst 3ft. 3?aifar 26% ^ s)3r ^ 
^ ^ oireaft 1 ^ 

3*|3f|3T 3flor*n ^ ^ 55,896 *nt ^ 3j|W 
9!3ft3R f%3R3T, ^i5Pra» arawTEROif 3n|fe 
ip fcl^ UfHllftH ft, toTft q?^ tjjjT ^llqr 
qr, qr oRnq ^ 1 

3«ife;i ft? l?iq g+tflfftd 76000 qft 3ft. *8r 
3jjft ft ft 20,104 qft 3ft. aiftRriftcI ^ 
3?ii?3ft 1 ft3ft ft? 3?tar ftq ft? ftqi^Eh 
3tW^q»dl3ft qft CqR ft TWft ft? q^qiH 
qsyftqr fft?c3T ft?. 3iqwft ft 2»lftt ft? Ivirr 
31BRqq? ftsT 47980 qft 3ft. ^Rr 1 ftq 3P1^ 
3lft»ftl ft? ftqcPT, ftqq cTR qftftfcCTT 1^«I?T 

aftftiR ft? 3igwi?q ft? Iftq fftftrtSicT qqsft ft? 
Icrq 3n«nqq? ft 1 

U) 

qj) Eftt ft T^lqiRT ft fip 

Q9n^ it ^tct ^ it ^'^ci 

^ FicT^ it^ 2pr ftnir oiivftjj 

qi) Rhqi <diaT ft ftp 

qiqqjfcIH EJjSfRjT di<ld ft qiC ft ftaiftl 34? 
ftlft ftgj^ qqft q?T Jftq>cq qr^RT ft 1 qf ft 
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ftwrai ISWkoT ^ ^fi3RT ci>(^ 

^IsqR *iftKU| qtgtrl c|> IS^Uhd ^ ^ 
a qq» J2j4»t^ ^ 5q # ffRlT 1 Rf qit qWHI 

cpt cRIT uicrcfil^cr HTOT H 

tlRT ^ cTcpr ^ 

Icjippqr ?ITf3t?T % I 

^ qftqsRJT ^ fi^qjRft «& 3i1clftq7i ^Jf^ror 
^ 9IRfr «IT TRFcfl 1 


51) CT3<W)a 5RI 4.3 5?i€I liRr spr 

aiftjRW «WHI 3I?Rit t 

3t ,^fWt 3icRW cgr 

1 3RR 5? fSRP?q ^ 

fip tOT 3 iWltfr ^ anrar ^ crt 

«I>I ^fPpoi Ig 

ttiWni wfW ^ w^ic4 ^ ^Rici 

dldd-W 5RHT ^!RII 1 

51) ISpriqi IS/t/2011 ^ FWt qq ^ 9!^r 

Tqsc ftsqr t 1 tcF 3>qT 53151 551 1 ^ 

irrar ^ ^ 3'tor^ 

if; PloAfiei ifi H TJep fc|47^ 

|« 1 5|4 SWefT «I> ^ Rv 5?f I»I<iI*lci 

tq®I qtStfT Rft ^ ^qSefr 1 

iii) 

4>) 5^^ Twafuftfl BRT 1 ^ ’RT 

f^RFRft RtHUil ^ 3mn7 tR 1262 (4 

^ 1S?T) 5fr ^I!^|5^ 15000 CR/l^ 

anol goTlI 5R^ f, qTrRT ^ SRI ^IRlt 
gRTOT jpir 1 5 ^ ^RJI^ ^ 

fipriqy 15/1/2011 ^ FWit qq ^ 5qs<r 

ft55T 551 1 qRR ft? 4.68 ©T. 

% ^ 3n^ ifi filronR 

«f>l*lOfl ctSJffld ifi ^ ofr W rfjfl^qi 

9m oTIH? % \ ^ ^TOTT 11 IPT 

«n< lq> m^iRci cRl«ri^ w 

aiRmicW ewar 4.03 53i<£)iftv 
ufc^«irad'*Ri) # 3i^ ^ 1 

W^lRicl J 

3ftr RqVRft Jfir 5^ JR eft 3Rten 5ft ^ 35 
5eRft ?: 1 qcfdid ^ 5R: 5. 11 aflqi ^55 
XSltt Semf-q^, 3fr Dilt qn^R 3nq*R % 515 
f>, ^1 epTJn ^ 1 »51?>q>t ^ 3157 

it: epReq jflRt qftqtSROff eft qqj 5515 
g55r 5ft eft 3IT 5q5cft 1 315; UWlf^d 5li 
?l5cn eft 1?J55I5 55155 dfSfdd ^ gtgqig5 
it: 3115R qq <14157 5ft 311 55551 1 


5r) Utrld ^ ?5n4>HI $ f2>> M 

jpr qr «bi 4 3n T?T f: 

fSmqr araiq fimir ftRir oji ^ f: 1 
sraiq 1?l» qrcCT ^ tcl ^ 4.68 
qaitfnftq wr l^qsRfl ^ 

q-wtRlcT q>fqciT dRjsTo? ^ ^ rir 
fslq?Hft q? 3lSRRRHr H ^^qiT q^T ^ 

qaqfSRT 1 

iv) 

d*l)Jh qil «r«HHT 3lhr 8 R» 5 Ror 

|r ?RRT q? 5 r 5 H: gdror oTIcit t 

cRn Mend q>t < 1 MI 5 > dicfl ^ 

Ci9j,od> 3raRt ?F3T qR^ §q afiqr # 

g?JR eft ^d4iic<4clt IcftlR cpt 1 

5? 55: 55151 didl t ftl g-WlRd ^RWl 
"515155 qq’IcHi gftqr’ 1 3ift qq firtJr<?5 
u4l4dl5ff ^ ilHm ^ 9JX a 

311551 51515=5 55)551 TjRWl ^ lolq cft 
3fl57 qq* 5iq qerteRU ^f<) 5 i ft q>5 ft51 1 
f5ft q?55 ft iftqeq q>5 5151 ft ft51 ?: 1 
Sraftl ftftt ft fft5)ft5 555155 ft!51 31151 1. 
q)q5F ft ftt5R qft 57f Bllolt ftft 55* 515 ^ 
U)qu| ^ fftxr ftftt c|>r 305)5 5ft ft»51 311 
55151 1 315: ?5ft fc|0l7 ^ 3I«J5H 25155 

^ftqi 20 ftftf eft grgjc5> 315f^ 3^15 

ti 




|.l )■■ |U|. I 
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V) 

U4^d ftajT ^nrr <h^4<4 wWt 

5^«T *i>r yiCtT si^i gair ^ i 

'<rci*i 3!rawra> i?RR®T 9>T ^4>dl 

t\ 

‘nl<«J dsWt aflVHdd 5^ £l$il qq 12|*R®r 
^ f 1 

Vi) 

iH‘»SK«i S’lJ) ^ ijjafl HNId Slit 

TOinr, «W)iwidi Wtt ?i3n^ 

?I3ra’ tRPRfelSfl’ it fiRtinT ft»»IT *11, 45^ 
UiHifOid ftniT 3inr i 

XuSKUl ^ dldd qq i^tq^vi f^4d<Sld 

t :- 

W ilH eft* rlPlcT (80 3ft. ? 48 

C*IRT 3^ 20 3ft. 3«n^ 

•fc dl3ld ? 18 ^5^1? 

Cn'RT 

^€13 dw 3^lI3r JIrgllMd r 8 

3f|J3 

it3r 3CRn^ eWT 3i?3r ^ 22 95 ^? 

vii) 

*l>) Rtf2Jd H*ir iu^ih-iwi Hllld m 5 % 
ai^ijPithdi t?roiftcj ^ «^di4iK 

93nt u^iq a 31^^13|4idi cfi^ici Qlf2lcl 
SqqRvr dPld % 5% TOJR ^ f 1 ^ diW 
^ 4dl^i Iff ft? ^|3? ^fRvRT ^ Wl^plcpk 

iSl^d df d*ir at 5Md»*i ar ^ 

oiPid ijyidqi glXqcfwvflH t 1 aRfWft 
fg cte o^ar 24 arifift cW ft f i 3<iq[l<td 
3g«tt<«il ^ anai^ H, 3q*Rinf ^ dPid at 
firiStaw 2d qr afltn amr fPir d«iT ?h *nd 
qr fSRnr qp^ gq l?l1«rH (I*^ ig*b<ui ciHIdt 
a 5% a<<^qPl4>dl Uiqllll^d ifr t 1 


w) qcT?;i ^ fti*iT t firtW 

cTPIH «f» ^ # RlfitcT H*n AU^K"! Mifici 
^ 5% MP«r<i>t?lci 3i^«ip|<t>dl dlfld 

siHrar 3rnr i ^ l^tSrcr crrt a*ir 

SqsRW olRIH JpT 5% ftlSW clW si»r q?^ 
ft qTO#[fl€t 5RT araar ^ ui<i<bfdd ^ f 
3ftT f<rtcW dHici ^ ft^cwcf*! H 

viii) 

Hcxld fiUI g^d ^<1P<4 9IU4KUI gSjlR 

tm it qarqi f 1^ qaTatr«Il€t it aiosRoi 

Q» MK«i>oiei 3? *1 g^r 

Itltpfl*! ^ tjSi aiq d4ld d#*r 

a dfi 15toIdT f 1 3!H: ?J|RT 

orator sflRRir snar t i 

* 

WIRT ft> iHqcitfi # Icl^lllrljvfl 4ik fqtioi«l 
ftsqi f 1 ar^ROf TOrtt ^ 1?iq fd 

qamt # i% qet^ qarattflfr it araar 
aiwSKui 5T Ufdlf^d f 1 *15 aite ftRH 

3nq ^ iRq^aid XuSKUl qiifjcfr ^ SRf^ 

qaiafrttfr it aii^f^d aRSum arWt 
?qi*ira*I ^ ^I^Rit qq ai^qidd qp^ steft 
^ IStartnr at ft^raar ftrar f i qfir qqtq-(to>qt 
qsRoft 1c(q anxTOfijd apugRui fg 

a*n*nd*r srt q«Tiar *fr fSl^ aift 1Sf*iT fidr 
tit Mrci .1 q»t qft «i«ici ^ staff qq a^usK 
qR^ *Pf ot'O'ici ar flatf i anaf flaff # ainsRar 
*nt qr ananas arnsRur ^ iRRR aiff f i 
aid: qrdar it 98% ^ q^ dFfdlf fcRT 

ijifi qaiR i?rotftd fiiraT i qedd A affanr 
qiToft qrr^ 20 ^tg?qi ftd ftq d*ir 

amSRW qq aiWqr dd*r tlqi^ fg P^pq> 
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fipfl gig 4>gR RwiRoi oRi^ ^ svii^) ^ 
iRRig ^ 1 ^ 1 3rgigR gr 3RR gscir 

3flT zgigrft g^ rrii^r git ott 

^U 5 i<«i| cPT 5?^7ncr wdj cfr 

3iIm)c<( ^ foUr tWt I 

aicT; 15 ?^ ^ JIUSUUI ^ Jit fR TOR id \% 

^ Rwug gtgl^ ^ tSRww ©rh t aftr 
Q^fg» 3ig1?t gig huskui ^ jntt tor 
irriRir fJligT t i 

ix) 

mctiH a y^lfclcl J^4T 

t 1 UWlftcf ste (i) srt tSrrqr 

smr ISnei^ ^ratfSiH ^ ^ ^iritTfr 

:^tcii3# cpi ^ 1 

dig a RWFg Rclf <tR 2 ^ fjtJdfctfScT 
gigR ?irf3iR f«i>gi ariTOi 1 

RTJfRif TOR Jr igigg Rgroft g» Jit TOf 
RRicT RriStoi ?iWt altr grouft ^ rt ^ 

Rtt !?i>gr suroi i" 

X) 

IcRTT ^ h^sH in Z800 

c^T iPr 5T ^ Pl<hnf( ?T, 

^ g??R SRI URT 15000 3R 

fer t^gjRft ZR ^ ^ ®i?fr t 1 ^ 

TtRe cfr 5inr i 

Mcxld SRT 'tjjtiri 15000 Vltcl ISpT «Pf 

tStggjfr gr TOSSFqjftro ^ rto ^ t 3isi 
flgSROT q«gfct g-WlRlR Hoarui qtgf^ ^ 
TOR t 1 311^ tossrjjJWh gg jrqjt 

«it^i< ^ *1^ oTFcTT ^ 

3ik 3IcT: 15000 gJT irf^ I^R ^ ^IgiRlt ST 
TOR gRRI TOg t 1 ^ TORlISiR gfStRR 
4»Rl1^<ri ct» fcHT % 3TH: XJcp ^ 
?!T ^<cii 3i^I5ici ^ 1 


gr) Jig (v) (31) a SJut ff95T gir aigjR 

fT gjiafrtfrfr ^ gHnir 2800 sr ' 

at?r fijR Jpr f?tg>Rfr gr tm sfuiriT ^ 
arrmr gr t fSr-Hcft zo fit?# ^ R<uRft | 
oin^ft ^ 1 oig fiRiH a q?jRT isooo 
sRiaf^ fei gr otcr gRat m c^t 

^ 2800 

Qtbi+ft 5T -rfltSifi gR^ giRor t^iigr 

Tg^ g*t 1 

2800 TO uRt pg»w}t gr (ur^ 

TOaig ^ ihr 12.4 jf jgsg fJpgr rt ^ t 1 

xi) 

1 

! 

^ ^ awdf ^ 

3IH: 

Mcdd ^ H?TT5» oticfi ^ ^Tllt 

«HiMc;sl ^ 3RrtH Pl^jc*<r> 

g!3T gR^ cRn ^^^^R ggir^, sflanr 

l^tgiRfr gUR^ *(t«R git 31?T3f ^ 

3<<i«il H 3icil^ci gR^ ^ jRTiggHT uAoi^ 
3iift ^ 3if?ig?cT3i euicn ^ gR^ ^ 

RDft R9ig 3gm ^ aifiP u-wifcid gitgRi 
cffiffid ^ 5WHT 3n j 







mm- 






[^*in—4] 






12. # oter t5l^ ^wr, i|44iM l^^t 

Ormft^) ^ imsWiir ^ WtiRT qt 3^ 3icT ftir I, RRrtilf 5^ Jtasr 
qjssrfll;^ # I ^ XTSB^lir ^ ^ 

13. f?r ^l<N^ a XTO?!^ ^>l4^ 5^ Ulft*NWI ^>rtl5W ftw^ # 

s^rawT ff I mccT ftarfap# ^r 4rfWf srt fis^ w % 3tOT .^i»TO 
mf^4f ^ 3i?w ^ oiiJOT' I ^ iiiiilif ^««4c 

htte;//taritfemfa9rityTg9YTiB ^ *fr om««*i Wfr i 


14: 71171^ 7i<Mt <hiici4 ^ tkR 

lr|#.ilc1^R&cT R^lcl U'tqcl ;- 

i) ^ ft? Tf^ 7W 
t7TT/23/2008- 1?7I3fMld 
PaiRT ^ 2ftJI7ir 
iwj;55r? ^? m 

Tir tlc^ t ftw 

ift AJiidl 1^ ?Wv?I^ ^ 

?ft ^ ^ 

cffi Ti c i t % ftror Tn^RT ? 

C57^3^|1^7^) *i^r ftw 

tp ibftid ^r*5 i|? ft^dd 
^?r W. iftSr 25021/6/2011 
f?r ift Tmitr <> 

^1? ftW 3T717r 3!?r 1 

UWlftd iftTITir £QfHd « 
3I7R5T 2008 <1? aiftW # 1 
^I7r^^Mt^fr i»? utc 11 

?ft Tffc^l Wrt 
31i^mdd # ^ 7|^ |f I 


;5l7ir ift 7|^ TfiflW oUTlWtf % TRSfr # 


Nr 71^ 9 H wiftrtsr»r ^ arftw ?r. 

ft. 7 aPRrT 2008 ft «lct^ 

ft ftnr m rrgpir ertcr fft^ir i arar 
[ 8.2 ft ar^BiT rrw ort 444 ^ 
fft ^ftnf tg wgNf ftwAft?r 

\ mm t mkJm ^ ft ^mm 
N ^9nf tg ft?fr TiTinr m 
Irft I 51V THTITir ft? XlftVIE? TftlTRT 
rivvT cw 2008 ft m vg?v? fttnftftftf 
ftr M ft? ftN87 Tfnanr ft aiqft 
Nmftftft^ ftNvr 4 ifftiT, 2010 ft ?i? 
% viiaftftSr ft U4diftd vftrm cfft?? 

ftiRT'VRft VT ftVIT Vft f? 3II^K Vt ft? 
^ ftrr ftft? TflOftg HW dMfd VC5? 
Nft? Tnvftft V 811*1? TOft ft Iftr? |r I 
ft ri8?ift? cflN? ft ftiv aw 
N( f? ftiWr vTiaftr? ft on? ?8 iif ft 


imaftM w ft?ft? 21 gv, 2010 vir mm ?i?Mdvr aif^4i,odi 

ft. 45O/52/2007-ftftV ft?ft? 26 0?Vft 2008 ft ?8? 31? 
og8V? Ig 5iTft v1j?ir ftrtW m sn^mm v??t |, fftvi? 

ftw ftrtWt ft ftl8?tft1ft? ft og? ftlI8l? ft :- 


14890I/11--4 
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5RT 3TRJ«P?W fiTJIcTT ^ '»i''icii ofr 

THT^TcRr ^ SltecW IJWcIT I^IT 

t^it 3^ <HM(i^1 JPT argoToR ^ jpr Tif fr, 3fr 

^5^ Jlw&K«! ^ leRT <4I5.<| ^ 1 

xi3r3iWt€r ^ arf^i^PcW ^ni ewnr jpt Jij^icbd ^ftcir 
t?»WJT «fli tT .HWcft'M «I3^ 3^:^ 5RT 

3I7Tf: UT cpl^r^ i$ SIU^KUI ^ tfj 3i,^gicl<H # 

Ufd l f^d d1J^5T?I ^ f?Pr ^r^ SRT 4 3Ilx4*l1^d 

^ ^ ;R53t 3fi- I I ^ ^ Up 3Ilx4*lfiid 

^ sfNr ffpjsR^ «Pr ancR^ETcpcTT tj>t gir fi[?TT 
w q ^l t TjJraMi^r srt uwif^d iciddd 
«pr TTJTafP?^ ^ 3ft ?I3T^ ^ I 

Iff) 3Rr a?p5p f^IT 1?I^9T 98% UlcW>f?Id ^ISIFT aiNV^cbdl ff?) 
;H4^di| mm ^ ^ cwr TicftffJ 1 % 3to3r aik 

ffticm TI3TR l^rakw ^ilftSTrfSlH JP^ ^ fkir <Hld<id 
f?t«rikH 2PTHT ^ I l?3T3fl^ ft d-MlOld ^PF^ellf Vim ff 
3TU5R gaiiT % fcPr arjff trj?^ g-wifcid «P7ft f^ir 
1 ft^?jt ft 4iid<i^ JTff ai-^widd si^ ftp^ir t 1 


Modd ft ?ft ft«W ft 1ft?IT fft$9it ft |IT Hl^Wei ft* ePR^T 
ftpIT t I .NlMcidl ft UWIRTcT fft^Iddl ft? ftftti 

ft WJ ~ ^ ird-lelcft tkiaft ft xpcft # Tlf ft | 


iii) 3l1%ftPcl3r efftjRcT «TOcff :- 


*P) 


aiffUiPcrff 


liCJRl 


i) ftdiftcHT oi^rar ?i«it ftofift^m 31^ <pr Ift^, eamnft 
Clft ft TJJJicIRS fTOT ftl3[^ ft^tor q«5tft ft? aiTOR m 
jpJRT 80% d^ll 20% ai«j«Hi1ftci ft I McrJd ft 
aiRJ«PrW mz WHcH «Pr «n5«^i«bd cp^ ^wff ftm 
anJPR ft? oi?rat Jpr <H4^dii m ^ ft 1 
ft? tkr 2,2 ft ft tft? uwifcld Tjf^TOT ftsicT 
# aiftlft^H 4if4i$ ^rlftcf ft??r antpir ft? oi^iot (xjjftcniT 
fliftcT) jRr iPT ^ra>cft ft afiT cJiraift gft 3ft 
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ii) 35qT JPT cWT # 

arm^JT jnci<isl % ai^^nr d c Qid^ w 

^ 3ll«l>l't cIT^ d^ioi «l> 50,000 iSjcT, 

<Wl«RT cT $D|r JjifcRT ol^ ^ ifimj: 35,000 
^ aftr 15,000 35T ^ JRt OTT ^ 

^ fi 4iini<j>d dfS^HcT artecw 

THE 8814750 OTSfer 8.81 f^rf^^JST ZH 

<nJ) (x?3i€rtt^r) I ora1?p T ?«tf3^g r ^ 7.92 

JJj-yifJhd # I 

TSr) 3l1^4idil ^ ftliHdl :- 

i) 3TO l^nf^T ^ ^ 

37R^ 3I^srt?J^ ^ I 1cf?TT f^ft ^ 31^?nT 

did<i^ 3 dST ^rtcT ^nt 3fr„ 35^ 3it^ ;H i d<ia 25 
t^X5?P 31cl1?^ 12 inJ H2IT 3Tftem 

^ eRHT ^ ^ aitecw 3inii cpr 70% 

l^sAftcT ^ I 

fir^TT ^ 3^TJ?FT ^ 

l 73 T 3 Ml€r ^ 31 It? 5 FfeT ^ 0 » ?RS 3 t ^ 

- 3lteH^ ^ IfWdr Jij-Jlitchd ^ t I 
^ cPr ^USRUI «31 c 1T 80,000 dcT, Set 3f|eR ilS<f> 18 

cwr 5iivj1Ptdi 70% (3mr so.ooos^r/^ *4 

* 18 C5T aficIR Trc*E * 70 %) 3^k 3l1?»JPcW ^ 

WHcTT 4.03 y41<rmiu \ 

t 

^ ^ ?n^Rfu5 1^ 

^ 3lt tiT q t tNP T d 9 \\iS [ ^\ 

qft-y'lQd ^ I ^ 3TU5RUT ^ ^ ?5irara^ 

% l^it ct> 3j^iHd 3ir£t2KrfeT ^ ^ grdrf^d 
JluSK«r «Pt |1T f!r?Trf^lt ^ f^ddd U^lf^d 
t I ^iHr?ir w ^ Tftcir ^ 

(ofiti^iTfRM) 3ik sftfr, ^ I^T fipir t ^ 

uTiaMd ^ tiid: 10 3ltT 11 ^ ^nr 

jmsRw 3TR 3iiMiif2;d qr ft ter oiRir xnifir 
aftr 3n^3i3T ^ fMt •mifv altr ^itciT 
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tIcrR ^ 3li2nT gCZF ^ fsKftftcT 12 0? 

18 % I ^ ?jj?»cT gSff ft? 

TwaiWr 5RT 3i^4iiRd es^ artgr Jira^, - uff^^d 

uxiradi ^ ticricT # uxiiRUd ififera aMu 
?n3*2T ^ fcT. SRT 2006-07 

sr 2007-08 ^ nrCH jBJFRr; 25.6 cim 26.3 
HR ^ JR3T ^ Ht tTctR ^ b 4> fipir 1?1? i7^?5S?qjftT?cr 
c<iqflR«l> ^ ^ JFim W ^ ^JR SRT W^RT ^ ol<lf^ 
UHlllcld ^IR JRRR ^ 31H: 

SRT mtfr wti^ ir fiRnr ^ fSfim sit 

'««bcii ^ I 

^ qciicii Wici ^ ^ «n1qefl cQ*irt ^ 

^RlcT Sm a C^3^<R 20 3I ^ Jil l t^d t I 

qHRT ^ 3ft HJftPR fiP^IT t ^ 3ftcR cT 

«ITR ^ gfftm ft JPT «RTft ^ t I 

^ ftshft ^ijjEi5TT 3ft ^ ft wn<r ft ^ i 

iuftiw zft |l? cWT f?r cR3r eft eqiH ft 

l^r tRjpP jpftsr 30 Jrat Jft d«H4flcif^ ^ 
f^<ii 311 iJTOftiftft ft <i>lq<ii cffieirt eK 
SRT ?RJe<l> ^ ^RRT 3I^<Hlt^d HR ft «I>3T Cft 

3TftR 7mZS XR fcpeiR ep^ m Jftf JPRW 5Tft 1 ?R 
'«nH ^ ftft, 3R1HT 2008 3!lft?r ft 3l4<Hlf^d 
3ig?IR eft aftcR TJZSfi 20 ftPUT TRIT 3I«rfcP 

l73T3ftft€r SRT eftadcR 18 3T^3n1ftcT ^ I 

ip smm TR UHf l t^d jft^TRT dftsTcT 
*ft art^JsPd^ qi4 fti*icii 4480000 Cei Tltft q4 fteft 

^ I 

3T) ^KUId4I, jft^RlT dcF^dli. elftRR jft 3TtocRT «RT?TT 
4480000 CR Tlift gft ftftt oft ftftt eRTcTT3ft ^RIT ^TR cT ^ 
ft JPR I ^ ipftiacilfl’ ft 1?i* ftRr ft 3fr h ;5?nft 

2010 ft> JT? ftr cl^d '(jJ^d Rbqi ft oRI^ eft epftt c|> «PR®T 

fttfftH 3RRIT eiftdd eft 3Tl?HeHd<H fttiTT 4.03 

Tj€ftfHT uftftlfftd elRftt t 31«l1e|> TJ3T3Trtt€r ft gR WRHT 
7.92 tRT^Itftxr fftgIftR eft ft | 


|i^i|ti 4 l^|.|.iU 1 4 (WilP^ 




im)MiM|<>M>|iMMI'mj| 
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^ aiRRj ^ eft SRT 

STO U5^<*<t> ^ oiiv^ll I Wccl^ ^ 3T<T: 'Hph^> 

oiieft t ^ aic^cji^ aiRTOit £fT3i^ hot 
TTPH ip Hr?r ^ <a\M\^ afrafrft apm ^ 

3^^pH oil^ oiiy I *1^ ci>^«ii TPTH ^ gi<i «ip<i> 
di^eid 3frp tOTH, cpiSHT t^OTT «t> H3I^|cp 3^^ 
tIHtfnjH, apiSpIT ^ 5T^ % 3Rr a?JeOT it) ait 
d^OTtOT 3TOHTOT HOT OT I 

iv) TOH :- 

3Ilti>lf^d aroSROT jptHHT gffiH H iP fetX? HtOTT 

^3ft 3ttT arf^H ^3ft ^ g3T 3f n fl(a SRT y i « 1 OT l o > d ^ HIHH 

441.74 OTfl5 W gicW^H JpT Hf ^ SfT fstTHOTT t :- 

«l») Rllelw PWW tPlit di«ici :“ 

3RT 5RJ^P eftr HT «I>tHHT ^ QlrfStH 

OTraf ^ afjJxlH t 3ltT HcHH ip aOTT^OTP t 

tip Wfim HPTH gi«W)f?ld apt I a!H3M€r 5RT OTOTPfelH 

^rtcTH f^nWr «di4 hthh ^ RfRP ^ vvi«i 

ar OTfrar, cieRt, ^hh efrttn t^ih, tSr f^J i ; 

itnft 3tk htqHpTh Hit Hahit ?nHH ?nf3lpr h^ t i ^ 

BTsz: t ^ t^P l^it ^ aqj^laitsf ultnUdi # 

aiftHito Htt t apHt^ H7=Pont 3 ni4» l 1^d tlapf H U^ l t^d 
t a^tr H ^ an i SK PT ^ l aWlRld aiftHHT dtJ t dd ip 
fcTH uRnirsid 3T5OT ftrfSrH apiaff 5^? arenair 3 h^ 4 wosrot 
S' l*i1 a^ oTTHH 192 tnOs ^OT? OTappfplH ^ t I 3f?r 5RJPOT 
^ ^ 3TTcI?OTP t SRT HOT UiaKh^d 

f^rfiTH HIHH HT fitOTT apt | HcH^T 5RT Hiaf apty l H ftt^TH 
HTHH efr P HcJ6 | 4 hT ft^ t IW^ OTapPHH tir' aHOTltH % 

^ aTH Hgpaij f^irtf^d ajrr^ ^T5IH 9H fcl^^HOT at HJ^dHI 
tHIH ;ft fetOT HOT t I 

OT) SHOT^OTHH:- 

i) RtH ofistt, ^IhH apa^ OTTTotr aiH^ 

3Tr^ a^ H?H aiH ^T^POT fiTQP at 1?»HWtH 
apt ^ tP 31^^ t I 


iHtlM IIMI :■ 


.r|4| 4li.|:l.>1 « limia 
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elPIH qr 5% ^Pr 1 

t ^ leT^iranrcesw ?3iRr RitJiti 

^ m ^RJ5q» Ufdlcll ifi # 

8it cT^ ^iTft^r ^ ci>m?ir d^dH ^ arrar^ ^ qjrR srt cNt 
<T iqtb<u| OTcKbcleT ^ e|>|^ Jft 3tl«|q9l4> 

an^Rqqjar ^ ^ofri^^/ q^ ^a ror qw ^ ^ ^ 
31l<^qp|chdl cIPlH qq qicWIST t ^ 3Ri ?RJ?q> # 

uit?lcb<ui ^ T^iqjrr f«i!5qT |f I qf 3Wd^ §q fii> qarafWiilf 
SRT qravR # 3ii«^qpi«bdi ^ ^ §oft1?rq(l aftr 

q^SPq elPTH % ^1^ qRRPoRT ^ 3!oPT ^ 51^ tolqi 

qqr 3^ qr f<xm ftsqr 1 1 

q) q3T3fMr€r ^ 3ll^qp|cbdlift ^ ?^l5q»T q SqqiT^ 

TIPlcT qr 5% Rjfeiq oIPIcT UI«Kbt^d 1^ oft 1r|$?it 
# PrqlUd diddsi #> 31^ qf t I 

5.) PqirSd qr q fidw , ui<w>f?id ^ cnqq qsr i6% 

U i q q ^l^d 1^ qqr |r I q^: dJ^dll ^ 

59.55 cp?te wr cTqr wz I^Riqr tp 11,12 sp^ 

?qq etcicll ^1 




q>) <b1qdl dO^dd <l> 3W q?J?q> ^ fc|^ laqcT 1.40 

qlcT dq t I qqaiWt^r t ^ 

^WiftcT fcj^ri 49Mcl qidd^ qq 3I^Mlcld ^ T«l^d 

diqcT Ul<hhf?ld ^ t I 

q^lqpq ci35cirt cf> 1^1 3^1 q?jeq> ^ fcraiT qq ^rlT 

qr q«H3ilJl<ri SHT Icl^ci <iplc oIiqcT ^ 4.50 q^ 

^ I qq3iWt€t SRT oWT qq qq. 2010 cTqr fijqqr, 
2010 ^ fSidt yiM t qiqr qr 

^ 3qqR qr fcl^cT <|plc chHici q^ ^ 4 . 8 I siqqq f<1>qr qqr 
t ! 

qr) did^l ^ ai^qiT. d<'«rd q aigrsrq qrqn, 

qftd.Klf^q1 qr 1% sflT qfl^ q 3qq*TOT qr 7%, 

<tm pfiqd oft 3fqpr qftqjqfitqt qq 1% 3ftT 3Fq cqq oft 





['ipim--W4] 


<>R*r ^ 


‘ 35 


’T) 




5.) 


3mf w 5% xatp^m ^ ^ 

1^ I 9ff7r?r ^ jif^t e*pr 

nwpt?»cr 55?^ ?W3r iinw ^ ftHw ^ mta ^ 
^ifimrioifr ^ %airt f 13r^r sis^ m ti^?^ ?nai?jt ^ 


3TOdnj ^rir uTtw 

^ ^r^wt % 3ig?n^ 
1956 3lt ^ 

^ anisn^ 
ftwr inni?w?w > 
3!g«R HPRf 
»IT 10.34% # 5T ^ 


l^rt^tfOT a w[fsn arar i 

araa ip iiT 1^ »iwi5ff wqsfr aiftt^nw, 
?f|sr (fimsmf) ^ ^ 

3lftri5|^|3T # 25^ ^ 

trr 334% ^ 3T ^ miT 3«W5?OT 
3W3JPW ^ ^ I 


UfrisT snr aroftcT m, iR?f?ft<T f9r «3ooo aft 

ftr ^ ftslTT tPT gftiP5i5r ftsgr awr ft \ 
sm aroanft aift ^ 34.30 olcT art aft. rtlr an^ 

ft I iJccR ^ Fi«c ft ftf ? 34.|0 ir. g^ aft. \*fr airf 
# aj^ 5T xrw3ftiftn g^anar ^ gr ? 292 v(^ 
to art aft. rtcT air?( ifair 2004 Hj3r aftt^ tftw iStiSrt ^ 
3igwT 2% rtct gi aPr gr t tR amgftR ft 1 
garafttft^^ srt ur^ 


g^ @Rnr gft Fftgrt ^>gr argr ft 1 


rs<i_x mJL -_-in_\f>i- . 

TcT^ir 3T 3TtinnH 

ciPiH agg «i«ici ft> 1% 


a*igft*R«T ftr 3mjR m saifty g wgit^a 


ft fft> gRNr ^roft ft? f?pj yftg i HH 
gr t gi gg d ^cf # ^nrt ft 1 


anflw 


gaiaftiftir ^ ft? aift t% jpOT ^_3R»gr, 

fioRg angaggtcu ^ tggsUlcr aprt 
^ aigf^d airta* 1^ i^ia kr 1% ^ 
afr gt ^ araajpiar aR dgR fl?gr ft 1 


gfSrt aftrr ^ 
aarg ang ft? I^aftor 

gr t ftrtr g 3.34%| 
^«itm icRnwSw if 


t^KlgiRR aRRT dig RRIR ft? 1 % ci*r> 


gftafrtSiH ft, gftaa^ ftg grtaa Hm gwr aift^ ft ^ 

Tifr <R2r tft? gftaat^ gg ajj?g ft^ g»ii®i ^ 


gft aft sRftftsR rifti 


IftRir ar atapcff 1 aiFg irtW iiiRft ;ft 


3Rr agg fftRigr aiarg far gft agsg ggr 
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sftr «I^hT ^IcIT ^ cnftef) 3TI«r?<4«»»c1l «P^ 

to cT 3?cRj^^ oIPIcT tR fto TRIT | 

■SRR «pt <hi^A a 3ft 

to t TraFT 3ira9^raHTT w sjpttjpr 
to RRicT 3fk araajpT xr ftor fto arzir i fw to^ ^ 
^ 3otoft^ ftj 3Ri mjFE .liftoT Ig f^lT w 

^3XJ5 3.6 fH rnitoFT tpt ^ 5l<WIcII to f^ cJRT ^ 3F 

TRT XR cpt 3fr £l?r 3Rr 5RJ5^ Mft'-tfl-HI cR 

XltoRR XIR^ ^RRT ?toRlR ^ ^WflHT t, to!to 

^ 4fTR<iU5 ^ t I 

Vi) im3to€r SRT 3Rr tto^xJT ^ ftoTjft Jlit 3trtoT 

fcRtoJT 0> ai^FT ^itRJH fto »nir ^ i ?Rfrt?»R f^cKuj) cpr 5if^ 

xiftRns? -1 ^ FT ^ toR t I 

*P) «h13ik 'tftJI ^ RoIFT 3ITtRR«PcTr ? 123.60 «t>Os 

■cMv c1«P vn«l<i>Ielri ^ ^ ? 64.05 «*><ls xrftoRR 

RPIH XR ator cT ? 59.55 to? RRIcT XR XltoW t i 

^) FER ft it l^iT i^it ^ aigm, xj^ ngFu # 

RXJHT ^ fR RRFr 3nR?RXP?IT XR 98% R^^^Rlf XIITR ^ 
cRiT xirto 1% JnJSRur ?mR cr firfcw gaiR ^ tosnf^ 
ftfRIT RRT ^ I 

R) 3XitoT RIR^ it; «lto, l7R3to€r ^ ? 295.41 Uf^ 

CR ^ tof^d tor R7?Rrt uto it; 1?ftor |g ?ii9.ii 
to^ R3RR ancRRtRTT RfcT^nfolR f«b<4i ^ I 

^ xicfR Mwifcid cftor ^ ^ f^f?m toxf to 
xritofSiH R^t xtRHT t 3TH: 3to nto ^ 

«I>lt RoRR 3im?RcPRr RfcJ31lRld R^ ^ I X?R3to€t 
SRT iRgR FtoxfRXJT xl> amiR XR to ip |g 

1% RTdci? cpt tof^Td RHdT^ nm ^ RiR after 
RRT ^ I 3RRR 2008 iP 3Tl^r # X?R3to€r ^ ctoir 

dtor ^ IpIxt ar^rr ugFP ^ f?ixT ?r irrict g>r 

3TXIRRR WP I 




"»fr 


Hll fl»|'i.H4J .^ItUiP 


TT^ 



[m in—4] 






tjosm vtm ^ # ncTisr ^ gifS^ esbflg? 

18 ^ moK qr 20 ^ aral^r u^if^d ^ ^ 1 

93 nt # CctAt TO25T 20 pir |r 1 qft^nni^rar 

3ra1?l' 2p?r ^ vdjiltilil 3t 31^ q)|<qcii dSfeteT 

% a ftny Tiir I 3 wh«r ^ aigwr 15 1 ^ Q^Rh ^ 

I 


imsfnftir it t 1 ^ ^ ^ # wjsr^t q»r ^ni 

difli5=2r «usKU| ^ ^ TOflfH 51^ ft«ir sir ^rar^r aft? 

3ntt «i4a t: 3fcT: BPPiRfcRr ^IoR<r 

3n?R?^ % ^ifimnsiET Ig H g urtftd t 

Rrerdd piT % i Mm, ^ ^ 

0r ^ 3rRjq> rmirRicr 1^ 1 

^ 3c^?B5fRr t ftf Hf^ii TOiT ^ Ig 

^n 5 R?r 3 ncR^ 4 >di ^i ^mf^ i d mit n d*fdi 4 vm # 

rrict^iH ^ ?<CT3r w t 9fosm ?r«R U4dif^d mit 
JPT l?3«^^tft€^ m arorar mt ^*h’ | ui fiwr ^ 

f?Wte>id<is1 ^ akMidd 3^ ;r^ I alR ui<M>fcid 
^loR^r anzR^raidr ^ 3iflJg», 3^^tlteT nsracr 

?Rir j 3iit«ifiid ^ IRir «i^ ^ Mtm 
rwafliftft sm m gfe ^ ^ihi # sWi^is t fa I 
«osKUi gflmr ^ ?n»r?r er oft ^idd 

RRIcT, Wdl| tm t UI4<bf^d 3 lltfW»d l ^ 

RRT 3Rcfr t I pnt ft y ( ^qo i ^,1^ a ^itAftcT 


^iid<ji1 ^ aigwT yiiP 
98% CT firtcRT ^ 
»TORT ^ RmiT 3^ f?r 
3nd^ ^ aigwT 
1.24 2p^ ^ flOSRUr 
cRgWT K 249.03 n1 
«RaT |f srafti rwafufi 


&H ^ISIFT ai RR^ Widl ^ 99% (^ 
f 1%) ^l^r dWtfold d*fd l ^ WIR ^ 
mt t attr fiRiT gK rt ftd 

^cT ^lolFr 3l1^94chdl 2Rr 1% w ^ 
IR ^ ^iRrsnf^iH ftj^ir mr t 1 
?sr d41foid sfbnr wnr 


^ddi riTOWl^l” SRF T 295.41 URtTIRIcT f«>>^ ^RIT 

5n I 7 3rrtT >0108 ^ an^Rr ^ rrrofriflft if ?i^Rio?r 
dSferpT ^ aigrflfer a# ng 5 ?i> ? 183.00 rrict ca Iff 1 
gsaraar er # a? anR, fa rRaia # a i i taiftd tM # 
RNIH ^ 9»R®r ^1 





38 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part HI— Sec. 4] 


ITRT UWllcId WU5RW mm ^ SIRf 

^ ^trr f^cfr ^ fcHT ? 30 yici mIcI R<ri ^ir 3?i«Pr 
31I7T, 6 fer ^ 10 fenr ? 75 13icr 35T 3ftT 3^ ^ 

^ 3raf^ ^ ? 150 csr ^ I iw3Mi#r sm uwiRJci 

2!^ cpT^ 3T1^J«1> iTPjt ^ ^ I 173T3frtff^r 5RT ?<IcT? W ^ 
y-WlfcId WSROJ U3TR ^RI5S?3JtffTIH ^ MRd 

aiusRwi WHR ?i>r ^ §1? wsnr ^ m 

3TmTftH ^ I l7TTSS5^3fH??r ^ JRIT ^12^3^ d4>'H''ld t 
<Rlt w<trlll^ci «l>l^cll cffidel r?ly 3T?r ^r^o<P PI<ic1p 1 
2008 t^TT SRT i^^iHld % 1 

^ 6I2TRT ^17^ ^ tSp U3T3#cft€t 5RT mCcT 20 5fl31R 
z^sim 3ttT 15000 ssT fer toRit 2R t>> smm m 
ijfttPeleT ^ Mdl tipldl ^ 3ffr37^ ^ 15 

3Icri^ if! 3ftdT FltaTR tonfr 
oIT dtPcTl ^ I cT^irfft ^ ^ ^ CTSIT ^ 

1^Jo<P 3Icrf^ ^ eTFcT 3ft cHuSK^I ^fcWT <^<^cl(c^ dl3lH ^ 
c2raT?IT WftH % 2008 if! 3n^RT ^ 

3{^ cpRioTT dfjfdd ip HR m 3IUiKU| gaTR 

^ ^ f^|?5i> 3raf^ «ir: ^ trhr 

f!;j=jt fm, 3RI^ w 

? 24 ^ C5T 3mcIT 3TI«Pr 31FT 3ftT *02? jfit 
3i2rf?r ^ ? 48 C5T 2Rra>r 31177 1 

^7) «rf§j77 tm t TT;5R2r 3nc7?7|cRcTT 14.84 ?mT eRIcft | 

^ fip tI2^ sm UltHhteld t I 

■tfi'Hic-^d^i fcT^iTnift <ii^tci1 ^ fcPT oie>ioi trsn^ <t>r, 

^FR<n:2t W?J?<P 371^7 37t?J«Hxldl ct> ^73777 fcRRTTH ftt^Rl37 
2R RTTJ^ tPicf ^ 'OMV 3J^ tf>r STdT ^ yl^citcfcl ^ 

Slenr ^ fed l Qfcfd 77777 t I 37?77 37?7 ^c&^ ?7n^ i^ 
37^ ^713 t^RFSfl fcfTIcT <n-«f 'H<HW 7nf^J«7>T^ ^ «t>fSl2T 
^ w 3]^ ^ 3777 ^ns- ftpw mm 
37^37rt^cT «PT^ ^ fc7777 ^ I 



III—43 
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^ tifteiRy ig iwafrtl^t srt aiWft utgf^ 
^nros^Rrar f?r wro^ 5 rt sm anr wjrJ' inarat # 
3it?5Tnr Tur ti 3!^ Jr i ^ aitecw 

dS ^ V T o T eUIcIT wflfe ^ ^if ^ 3ftT iiw 3l l cW4^ l <^ oI^Rlt ^ 

sm ^ «n5T a ^ rafrat ^ feur 

1^5^ 0.89 dct ^l3iR€t dct tfer nm h€I^ 3i^ 0? frixr 
f 0.53 ^3m€r irfct tfer ?RcIt i ^ |r 1li> 

oTprar ^ (EtT 5# cid^ ft^iracT 5i^ fr *p# 
ft? HcrPT ^ UWlRliT a>t^ ^ tctU oipa 

jqJxIcT J I 


vii) IJ3i:3<3tfld SRT Ufdlf^d < 

H^RT #t{cR ^ qi4iol rfll 
3RI^ oT^IoT 

TOTRTcr fti^ t I 
3T>nrT 2008 r^ d 
^ 'ffflfiT »rar 2ir ^ 
tp)^ 3ft oi^loi «T^ ^*11 I 
Q^lRcl ft 4M>W 3^ 
ftnic^di tp ft ^ 

ci€l^ ^ ftj 1 
«iftcT ^ 3ienciT n 

^i^6dlf 5T ft, i 

IWlH ^ ft • 

vili) ftftrtotH g3^ 31? 

ft ft? ?ia^«mft .ff31IT, 3131 
fipft 3Icl1ft fra 

v«f> ftfttfoTcT 5T ft I U'tx 
2!T, 31^131 ft eft 
4^ldld|Uf, 15 1^ ?Br 
3rasRwr. ft tfti 

ITSft 3^ tftttw ftroft 4 

fcTft^cTOT fft^ftftcT 5Tftt ft 11 


ff mjR> 3^g?ij^r ft 3i^nor ft e? fra? 

^ ft/c?^ »g| |g?f d40> leRT ^ 

cT <H4^dl4 OHR ft R^IWd flft^ ft 
^ fftir ft^irafft 3iF3r wtr 


iiftft ftg 3Rr # *\i<\\i % duR 
ir^ tiffRT ft g>r 3mROT ^Rft 
3ilfT: fl€»3r 3I^/«ft31IT nr 5T 

inpr tR cp^ ?r3ira’ ^ ft^ir i tRft lepftt 
[af^ ^RT 3 T^IHd JTRft 

Wto 2R 1?WftftfT # ^Tf ft I R^^WT, 
^ fid*r ftxiRfl ^l> fftxr ftftrtctcT 

ff»IR tp ^ fft^ftftcT 5T ^ 60% frar 
Rff ? 149.42 dft CR I 

jigft iU fI??T 5RR|R|R ftte (1) ft 3fft^ 
m R;RmT3ft srt fttwr ^ 3mRor, 20 

iftRRT araSRR dftf ft SraSFFT ^ fftiT 

' ■ ' / 

TftJR fft? ft f^TfJR W ft ?W ft ^ 
iR tp amRUT 3ra5RR i«nR fra? 3R^ 

X 

3ra1^ fra> 3iiM>iRid dJT ft 
cRn ciRftf ft URUT, tnr ?jc^ ewr 
i ^ra? ft4lDid 2R ft 3fr <w«Hw1 ft 
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ix) gjpiicr <i>r ajszr srar ^ Ifr 

nwi1?lcf t SRT 5ff«IT tol# ^ Iplt 

OTcmR 57# ^ I ^ ^TRflT JRT ^ 1t|> HcxT^f ^ 

tor t ^ ?T55p srfl^r sftsTiT JFt u 7 n? tor oir ^t^PcTT 
t toraJT 551^ ^ I aftr <j# sfteir ^ ??p vm # 
ozRF^rr t I ^?3rt1^ ^ 3TRi^ s^nFr # 1^ ^ wf^nto #. 
11 Jpr towr to tji^ 7 # ?j537H ^ to tonsr 

U<i'l<ixll37f *1^ ®it^K 3ii<iici «Fr *r>l^ 51# #517 I 

3oto5fPr I ft? ?t. It u<triiftd tocir dSto arrait^ 

to^ 2ft ^ ctto ft p fflftcT cRft ^ t 3ftT ^H32P ft toft 
^ ft^ctST 2ft 2ftt 37to 57# t 1 c7«nft 2J3T3ftft€r 2ft ^ Sllcft 

t ftr ^ 23leFcT ftfcfl HT ft^[<( ^ cT -HS^b BRT cpl^iotr 

2nc7I2TO ^ t?tf? a 2 t>f? q ch g2l<|^ | qft I 

X) twaftftir ft 57te ft ntoctn ft?^ir t ft^ u^riiftn cfSto cpt 
atltor dftdVH ft 3i?i3r ^ ^rtto ^1? tor xyaraTWtft 2 ft 
ft?7W ft ^ 2 ft 37^3]^ ^J3IT I TIHTiftH 57te 57# TTRIT 

5 T 27 r 2 Rit ft? Tiwiftd 2ft7rar efito ^ fft^r ftvfrar twit 

37Tlto 2ft^t2r^3ftT5rft?8J^^|> 37rift21> Clf^ q»r 3lk 37cT: 
775737WI# ft 37gft^ ftTZIT ^Hir m ft? to 2I>T 3ft ?eT ISpir 

to * ft tor ft? to dPlHiH 37toT ^ q?TTt»r 
wftsTft w ft Tgftft # 2ra? ft 3i^ qic qr Ifttoi 

T?c7r ^ eft cfftSTcT arftftCT SRT ft?W ft #■ otr 'H«t»cfl ^ 

37eT; qfdtftd 5ft? ??# ^ I c73 3n«J7ftd ^ Taftft, ftotftt 

57 #ft ato ^ 2 fr^ alto ^ fftito 372ri?r ft? Iftmn? ftirrar sr 

cRJ^ q??ft ^i«f^ ?lft ^iftftel ^ ^ % I 3757; ^T? ftt^iqi, oft qftft 
d# ft?qr oiieii ft? 51*1^ ft ftft 2Rr ^721757 # 57# 33577 1^ I 
5715115^157^7 ftft 5nto ft 211? fttW ft ^ 5727 P T Sftft cT # ollcft t 
oW me ft><|211 ?fft5757 aftqfe? ft? 37cirar ftiftt 375^ c^lft? grir 
cRj^ ft?qr oiicir % I 

Xi) 57#2r ol^iiol 57277 ftftQITITftt oi^ioi 2# todtHTT, cl<Wl«ft ft 57157152757277 

toftcT iiftwrqr ft? 37 ^ 3557757 ft 57i1ftor 2 # »if 1 

2005 ft? to to5ft ft toftcT fs: 577577527 5lft 57277 ol^ 57521t? 

rrto ft? wtoift tosr 2 ^ toft, ftoft ft 57#?r 075737 ft? 

to27c^5T ^ 57757 ^, cTto 37 ^ q 5ftJ77T qft ftolcT 5tot ?lft. 
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iirai ^ ; aroiMir’i 


4t 


uij^^d df7i<Hd afrrtcT ^ *P «frj ^ 1<JoRr ^ 

U^Wia# 5Rr ^*TcIR ftiilT cTRr, SrpFoT qftg?5T 5tR^ tn 
^3iR «f>r ^ ^ ^ ^ tit tn^ tcp^rar 

Pl^p<n 1t*ii ^ «5?ICJT cT sISfefcT 3iMl^«lld<H IttRT 

^nf^Td ST ^ISfT, W05R TOlt tRJyT 5T$i 1«l>tir dTITfll tjfir dSfSTST 
afrjtcT FPi % tPROT gt ric Rff SRT dif^K ^ gr sitwr ^ 
gg^sft/gftgfST ^ Strict sr Vr, ^ git ^ sift 
diferat % g^?n*Tt st ^ctr gg ti ?icif e^ 

g ^ vnt^^ g>|gR gfJi sR ^ m g^5g> ai^^Ijit H ft>gr 

15.1 f?it9it i$ WJ5 2.8 ^ ai^wR g^ptp MU^flsii gt ^ qtiIJr 

fepgr oiiv^ii ofT 1 oRcrtt, 2003 g ^rrgt^ «nt ^ i oisrati' ^ ^ig ^li^gi^ tfigr 
^ ^jjgggg? (ssc^qjflan^) ^ gofr ^ 60% # ^ ?Tg» |JRr i gg?gy 
gltiftw gjT gf ^gcT: TFilgr # ISpgr oiiggr cigr ?wrartoR 

trfWRr ^iRitg g^ i|> 1 artier t arRiisft g^ ^ ai sn^ srar eipj^ \ ^ 

snsTct ^ Mr^«i» g'j’ ^ 't<ici; ^wigtoR $5 ^ sRgtT, 2011 sj^ 

Rlirtftd gRSTT y^m g grar ggr 1^ 1 

15.2 1t?g ^ ^«5 2 . 9.1 ewr 2.9.2 # t?ife fipg 3i^?nt giPit^ggr 
ggieR gg ^ ^ g?:^ gi^ aftgtgr aigniitH ^flfeig g? g ?icit tPr firgrofr 

Q<#ii«i arl^J^jjgsg giitlgi^ ti irg^r gstgr, olw Isp sr^ Mrci*i ?gRr 
ait^i*igsi, 1963 ^ TjRr 48 ^P ci?5T aiigwcft ^ 1 

15.3 13r5^ ^ gn»5 3 . 8.5 ^P aigwT gfir grjns# ^ fri^gd gr ?icit 
R|g<ull ^ why ^ gii^ ggptlggwr artItiH ^ at gifiR wsieir pn gitorg gt 
ggHtcT ftrgr snggr aiir 5 ^ #Bg # sagg SMg ailgtsT ^ 1 ?ig gitgg>i(i 

^|gr I 

15.4 yftgidiHi ^ iSiwngsT sna^ ^ gii # iil?ft eRa r ^ s i ! it ygggagr 3e^ 

I ailgtsT g»sT ^ g>sT gteft gyrrrfR’/tpa^fgisT gigr # fSiPoigsr 

siR^ gg arggrasT gi^ artfiPsT I 

15.5 gi?tg: ailgtgr tr g^afttp ItPkirr gir ^ Miffi<M«i srtr ait3iM ftsgr 
gnggr 1 gfir tm genar tr git ^ gil$ ifr f^iggga gp<T ^ I g^ giftiga^ 
ttl" 3Tttlg oiig g^gr g grgig yrria rirt gt aig^ l^wn4 gitgr 1 


1489 01/11—6 
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^ c|) e|>|f 8ft chl^cJI^ <Pt onsft ft eft 35^7M MHH 5=^ 

'M«l^ «P«-^^IcT *n<K <t» UlCl^Irl! et» 3|^i4lc|e1 ^ <PR<nft tp^^TT I 

15.6 dffiffld a yif»>ll>llcb UtlMH ^ fftSTlftt afcT ft 15 feft ^ 

JftcTT, vn^ aflqter xiceT?r purt ft> ft, tj^geff fttsT aiftiftt % 

dftcToT g fftexflg Pomqci ^nhft ^ miR1<p<wi «lft U*^cl 

I 

15.7 FRZ: giR^t Iftl? HR cTftT Tilt fiRBiaft ^ ^ canw 3m TifftcT 

gftgoir dftsRT ^ 3i1?Jg»cm ewcir 4.9i ag? 3Rr ffQj?gj Iftgasr gg 

mU«p<*i«i itpgr agr ft i g? gif^tgRw «i»<di ft 1ft> 3ig fftga gft 

3Rr g?j5g> gftfttw gi^ft^ia 3ig1^ tp sjfaa ftpftt sft ^ 3itfia 

ftiftr, g^ gigr ggr ftp gRaftig? graigiH naar ft aiftJg* ftlftr 

ft 3ftT cTEtgaTT g3T3ftiftfr gft aoiiF ^ ftp fftg^ gft aiiftsT gft g gg^ta 
?iag gr g?|?gT ^rtfttrtfta g^ft ftg sg^sRT g^arg g^^ gft i 

16. f?Rgj^agr agr ssgr g»Rujt 0> fftg g ai3jjftg> arfftaeft ft? amiR gr 
gF giftftpag g^aa ?gRr ft 3iTx?5iftia jfsrot ^ affta gftgar dftaa 
# giftt^ a3F?nft ^ fftg g?jpg? gftfttar gft 3i^ftt1^ g^ar ft ftr gft^R? ii 
fp ?g ft fta^a ft i 


gftgigg, artgasr 

[fgann lll/4/i43/ii/3rai.] 


gftftrc-1 

gWR it glWBfeff ^ 


1PT 

ta?gr 


iuiUiivviMfftV 

1 

MigstnrKnim 



(i) 





( gi ) OTWR ^wjnr ♦ 3fiwir w 

gTFP!r^% 

grew gif % 



0% 

10% 

* 


80% 

60% 


Wt «IWW W ftwr (<?;« 3) 

20% 

10% 

— 






0 

80000 



35000 

35000 



1S000 

15000 

— 

(11) iwflt.or Ktw 1*^ 1) + (^ 2* 'ir 2)*my^ 8)*3e« 

7820500 

8S147W 


1W;S5iniftK5ni55555i - 

7.82 

8J1 

(ii)~ 




t J .Pi 

iMiwlVd ^ ^ wfi 

80000 

80000 



70% 

70% 

“ 


4.00 

4.00 



18 

20 


I -Mlill Mt>4»P'|l4»4U.llif|||ll:U I ■ H :| J 









iFi.Ti^Liirs^iHasiEt'y 



(V) lzf»wf^ aiiwwmn i m ii- vm a^g^faiuu i(gfH^/<Pr^)(tH*iv> 


iZiis:zM::snsa^ ibSEiycs 


4032000 


> 

4M 




43347 


0.43 


4013475 



(15 ) w*i?f 









(») 


B3K1^ 


^ yf: ci«irfi 


( ^ 86.21 4>1l¥ m 5% ) 



igai^iEiiTnma 


tm*mc I '!> I) 





(^) wWff ^wr unw < ura v 4.50 

fil5Tf ^ ^ ^ 311W ^ 

iiflPir t w 4 .B 1 ft'sfftTy ^ % 


( ^ ) 3W^J^T ( 




(^) 3W»w (ss«r 3TO 
5%) 


441.7 
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mRRIoc It 

qc?i5 r 

apJSRUT tplacn <>T 1?n7 3Rr 3 1^^4 1 

1.1 iiftsTwny: 

^ a 3Rm 3i??iair 3rt1?tH spt, ^ R t t^ i nsid uftsimnj oTP^ ^ ; 
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i) 'ci^l^r si^rar* gsr sPi toot sot sir^r ^ cT^t^r wot jtrct # 

HctOT 3farar toot ^ sircti^ ISOTfr 315 ot tjcvOT aiarar toot ^ tm z^nmr 
fcR'l^ TO ^ TOirar JOTT SffERT |?OTr I 

ii) IJftroiBft wpa" wr 3i^ a^OT wfsisr ^ 3ri^*OT ^ sifot ^ i 
iii>. "q1^ ^sr 3RrtR HtcJ <h^us4 oRt cW> 3ITOaiI SOTOTT 5T TOIT ^ I 

1.2 7IOTITO TO : 

i) oifTsr ^ arror sfNi?^ sot 3?i^ nwoftwro 

SOT 5lf9icr I, SIFOT ?TTO TOR pOTJ^ ^ 'cI^OT*' aTTOT f^?OTI4fr ^ 

# epf^fT TOi^ «t> fcnr f51oATO» WRW aftr wpff h^Q airor 
5TOf^ TOOT ^ f?r TOteOTI?^ ^ TOOTOT ^ I 

ii) W) TOft h€OT i$ t?ro 3I5OT TOi^ TOR 3ITO ^ f«*tr cRSg?^) 

TOI^ ^ 60 hIcROT ^ arf^Jip ^ I 

w) an4<T wRic^ % atcirar TOft ci€Rr sflwr ^ frW sfhro tor^j tor 4iotic-« 
5(tm TOOT q»tf ^ 60 WcROT ^ 3d?tw 

R) sflRR TOR5 TORt ^ ROT^ #. WSgTOJ llt^OT TOROT-WC TOOTIcRW 

aftr RR ^ a i s R u i Rii/aisRw wt ^ tnc toototto ^ 1^ TOft nraf^iw 

TO^OTlf TOI^ OT ftWRtft ^ oIRfr I 

R) OTTO# ^ airt sflRR 3fr ftiTO tftt v ^ 3n^ aflr WR 

^ fpHT ffiTO tfit ’«ir t t 3R^ SOT # R^ H^lR 

RTR TORft ftRROT TORI SplT 3RT^ Jp1 OTR^ft I ^ RRcftR 

HrcOTt ^/HW ROT Rl^ W^ oi^ioil R»f ^ H^lR RTR ^ 3i<j4i(cl ^Vfl aftr 
3R OT #t ftRTRR RITO fWt I 

iii) RteiRrd ^RHOTt/WRl^lRt OT TOOT : 

cp) TOITOT SOTOT «J» aRftR f^Rf«OT «^*itii*il OT S5lcRR» TOOT aWT RRRT 
5lRT I 3?fr HWR dS^OT aiOTter 1«OT^ elWRld OT S5IoTO> TOOT aiST 
I 

RT) <g l cRR ^ TOOT ?R TtZ ^ afrR fftRT ^ W^R ciltR ST ^ 2% 3(f^W> 
^iRT I 
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2 nq 1 ?rat ^ tctopT JPr xjjr ^ «J>crar 20 

fR» 3T2I<IT t arrtllH ^ Jpt OT^ 5R^ fSTJt t 

at aft 5 nzr ^ fit, anj^ft 1 

«T) w-uttwiift SRT ^ fiTpftr JPt 3 ito^ SW ftft # HitRsi 
ftr 10 feft siRT p fftsiT anPTT 1 ^ sq^m s^r araiat # ?ipj; ^ 

3i?T ajJicmr ftcnrf ^ ^ ISpuT aiHT ft orpr 5 thr # aiRm 
?q 3^ qan^ cFT ^aidW 91it ^ ^ ^WtftcT aicft ft I 

iv) ?T3ft yaiiT f«lH ^ wfRj ate qr 3iar^ s«.iJcH ^ qj»rtf2f)d f^pq 

snqft I 

V) q>) 5TOIH 3^ MftH 2;^ aft^jqqm ft. f?ft qg>iT, ftqraH aftr ^ l ^^^dai 
THT ft I d3tvTci anqter JRi?r q>T ?iq5HT ft aite/ararar aiRter ftaiwH aftr 
cf 'd«ncii ft, ftfe ft ftOT qift eft I 

qjT) dffidd anqtgr aft 2 ;thr ?t IgWtft? 2 ;ft araj^q^ qr 9ift^ 

9lcft qft ticjidl ft, qfft ft ftw qift eft, qlft ftft ^Rpcp^ui 

qftteeTTaft qft qf^ fqnft 57 # ?l?eT ftt ar •H9>eft ft aft? 5T«HI5T it i^ftSfteT 
?qqft 21^ 3rfftq!H3T TrIT ft aif^ 5T^ ftWt I 

^) cf3t«ie4 aqqter qft ftftt «p 37 sift 21 ft aftT/awqr ftftt 5 ft qft «ns^ tpqft 
qr anffteT aift ^ ^tepep^ Tnftafftq? aff^-tj^ieii ftfft fttftt 3ite ftftt epar 
# sift sift aftr/aiaitir ftftt 21 ft qft api. grift qr airiftei ?icft ft qi?: ft 
ftpq aift qift ftpftt aft qftqftH iBr a nfe i fft ip aft?tqxisir ftft teftt ftWt 
qaift sift ffttjMftr eft fiqqaftr srt aiRiftJtrH 21 ft ft aft^ra? siftt ftiftt 1 

vi) qqtqrnaft qft qsiaiWtet qr auftcq au^gd Ittt ft q^ fftftqt ftr fftq qm aistr 
srftr q>ift ftfft I 

2 . fttmr awfjnft qsnr :- 


?53T 

gr^ 


5T (gqgt ft) 


_-_ 



elite 

1 

■Hftf^bd gilgoiT qanr 

gr) 

?T3t?r qil^cil 

qfit ssT 

249.03 

249.03 


enftcT ^ftgft g? aiongr 

al^l f3i($4> CT 

249.03 

149.42 


ftajoft : 

3qftq=H fcrfftcT qaiiT afaat ft ftlaiR gq araiRor iraii a rp s i -f pi T3i?r ag> sai^ 

qftetear, SHTI5ROT tm ft gqR gjTft fq 15 feft iPi 1ft9j?g? amRt Hg> afresrietei ftlftt gg 


t .iiMN |»|4,I(i4fHMi|lt«f|l<i'iNi I 




■* •! ► 


IMI I i> 


t'JfM 
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3lk ^ 4 ^ cWT 3R^ UW<lri3 » a filftW ^ foRT 

?ig?RT TOR |f I 

3. JiuSRUj tor : 

aigjifT tcRj^gj araflr if* aTeirar g^iror rnsRor ^ ^ n»s i ftd sfim 

«USKU| TOR l^4*Ie|d s 


(gfcii fiPT gtrl CT sreoT 331 % #ipr in ioRr 5^ 2 r ) 


gsR 

R. 


3igl^ 47 
giR ^|g ^ 

^ lolv 5 
ft?# ?ft 5? 

#R RIRR ft 
1?(g 3: ft*# #■ 
to ft?# eig» 5T 

^ sfllfR 

it^ fiiR 
cWF 3^rt> in? 
^?T 

1 

q>l<4cii (^FTJlt TOR ^PT) 

12 

24 

48 


fttqfawf : 

! 

i) ol^l? ^ sfiJlR 3RIRW ^ M^xiid fipT ^ ^iW' I 

ISi^yiF agf^ ^ ^PRf ^ im » 

fer ?irf?Rr R I 

ii) fttjiftd 13rg?g> ftRt in ;^ta^R T^RIR % IpPT zfS^RR 5 ;^ fi!R RRT 

tf lRT ^ygi 3lffl4lfid r 1^ R»ft fetf » fpRT RPS T ^I TOR ^ ^ I 

iii) SfiRR *R RojRur TOR 3R STcrf?! IcRT R iIjSRT RR <if3$dd BIRlfeT ^ 

4»KU| SRT 315 ^ dQ^dd 3IIM)d4 iftRR gR^/ dfM ^ 

sBr I^RfcI # R^ |t I 

4. RRARIRT 

R^IR RI^^/Rlf^g>f/17<S^S2Jf’ SKI* ^R ^ic ^RIRT RRR ^ 31^RR ^'ii :• 


gsR R. 

oRffoT 

5T g#t 3ftRR#t gt!^ R®cr aiRgr sRgg rir 

ftjl^HIWft R71R 
(4m# if) 

a€lR oRiR (4y<il 

if) 

1 

Rift 0I8M 

0.89 

0.53 


ftoggft 

I 

i) gflfei R 3im)d<1 in 3U<NU( ^ ^RF#^ 3Rrar ftRTffr jj?f ^ ^ 31«raT dfJidd 
sngter RT 3fi<0ui fJh«-^ g>Kuil ^ r^ir fSiTRT gg? rt 3iHig> f?iR rr 

RR RT RR T?Rr If? cfl 3R 3IR1^ in i?fg RR f«lR1RT gRJJT R^ t^PRT RITOTI 
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ii) cP) HIxIIHcH ^ 5RT JPT ^ ^TTRT 4 «t> ^T^oih 

wz fJprrar ^ i 

t(ic ^ 'tilled 4 tpf 7T9T7 TflSTT ^ 3i^cjjci oSlR- 

arra’ f^^rtcrtt ^ w«r 3^f?ra• nan ^iflr hI-h^jihh siira’ 

^war 9n15rH r ffiair i 

TT) si^FoT Jf»l ^kir ^cnT-arreT HajT jff?m ^ 

dl^iwd ^ cpT ^[elT ^taiT | 

iii) 2105 fJfRrar ^ aran ^ fenr xjm IJir ^ (24 wjt) ItfRui ysnr ^p 
«HI«H ^|aiT I 

*idd d*i ^taji 3Tcr 3I^I3f ct^HT •PT d^Jd ^di ^ 3ftT 3i^di*i ^ 3PailT 

^T Mt^dC sft’ 3TRI <i><(dl ^ 3I«rfe fNlTT *T ^ epROT t|ic vls^ ip f^fT? 

5!# ^13T t aiarar sflarR u^mh ^ sr ^flar t araiciT 3i|:F3r ir an#^ 
tpRoff ^ C 15 t^inr ^ tp TT^ ct^ ^ aipRT gRar t ^ «i?F5r uf^^Ti panr* 
3IRT, Tif^ sthfr^idH ^ 3wra i\ ararar uf^cj^a atfw ^ f^aii^ ?P zprot 

5. AMil’leW Jl^4i«n (2) ^ (4) ^ ftoioft :- 

^aj 5 <F Tftw g^ ^ aiit5ici f^RP pptrit 3 it 1 sicrg^, 2011 g’ 

1 sragfr ^ ^ «f|g> ^jxjgggr ( 55 ?^ iJt 3Tlf) # g^ft ^ 60% Jpr ^ftag 

Hg> ^ I gaj?5P Tfrair gg Eg?: ^WRfl^isr gpig* g^ flpgr gnggr agr TiaggHSia 

gajpEP gftrftw a«iRiH g^ ^ 1 aracf t armiafr g^ ^ 31 amJ h^p piri. ^Wt 1 

***** 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
Mumbai, the 19th April, 2011 


No. TAMPy38/2010<MOPT.—In exerdsa of the powers conferred by Sections 48, 49 and 50 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal received from foe 
Mormusiao Pori Trust for setting upffont tariff for rnechaitised handling of coal terminal with covered storage domes at 
Berth No, 11 ip pursuance of foe guidelines for upfront tariff setting af Major Port Trusts which was notified vide this 
Authority’s Notification No. TAMP/52/2007 Misc. dated 26th, February, 2008 as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Mormugao Port Trust 


*lR?r ^ <NHi* t W'HI»IK“I 

^ _;_■ 


TARIFF AUTHOratY 1 |M)R f^ORTO 
Case No. TMMPyalM 

ORD«; j, 

(Passed on this 18th dayii>f Rsbruaiy 2011) 


..JKppHcant 


This case relates to a proposal dattn 
Port Trust (MOPT) for fixation of upfront tariff for < 
developed on Public Private PaiUcipirtion (PPP) basis 

2. This Authority had earlier fixed the 

Mormugao Port Trust vide Order No.TAMP/23f200&l 

3.1. Clause 2.2 of the upfront tariff guktali 
handling different commodities or providing various 
terminats that are bid out subsequently in frie sanie 
identical commodity or for providing similar services;' 

3.2. The instant proposal of MOPT set 

within five years period was found to be not in line' 
Bringing dut the salient features of the Coal Terminal 
by this Authority vide Order No.TAMP/23/2008-MC 
proposal of the MOPT, the following points wen bhi 
14 July 2010: . ' 

(i) . The berth area, stacking area, optimi 

for the additional coal terminal are i 
which the upfront rate is proposed a 
in the proposal eariter dealt with by I 
in open'^area whereas in the instaf 
covered domes estimated at t 192 
estimated in eariier proposal. Drec^ 
38.98 crores which vras not propose^ 
by this Authority. 

(ii) . Clause 2.2 of the upfront tariff gukJell 

handling different commodities or pm 
apply to all terminals that are bid d 
next five years for handling identioal 
Even the MOPT in the earlier procn 
dated 25 April 2008 has acknowledg 
the said Order. 

(iii) . The upfront tariff guidelines require t 

different commodities or providing n 
all terminals that are bid out subset 
years for handling identical commo 
upfront tariff is to be set for each of tt 
parameters, then it may not be in I 
guidelines. 

In tile light of the above position, the Mihistry of 
advice us whether the proposal dated 21 June'^Ofl 
upfront tariff for coal terminal Is to be* taken up b 
between the optimal quay and yard oapacttids ai 
requested to advise,the port to explore the possIbiiiM 
mismatch between quay and yard capacities. If si 
possible, then the Minis^ of Snipping may ad>ri8e us 
with the proposed mismatch. 


2f June 2010 received from the Monnugao 
odi; handling terminal at Bertii No.11 to bf 
inlMormugaoPbit. 

litfront tariff cap for coal terminal at the 
IC^ dated 7 Au^st 2008. 

les stipulates that once lariff caps are set for 
seNces for a port, they would apply to aH. 
during the next five years for handling 


kiitg upfront tariff fr>r another coal terminal 
vHh Clause 2>.2 of the 2008 tariff guidelines. 

which tie upfront tariff ;was blreddy fixed 
ipt dated 7 August 2008 and the currmt 
ugiit out to the Minisfry vide our letter dated 


il Capacity and the handfing NiciHty envisaged 
ilraost idmticai to the riew coal terminal for 
tebh. The msdn differehce is in capital cost, 
h#; Authority, the port had proposed storage 
t proposal the storage coal , is proposed In 
crpres as against total civil cost at Y 37.80 
nd 'cost atongside the berth is estimsfied at T 
in the^upfront tariff proposal eariier disposed 


ivM stipulates that once tariff caps are set for 
vfillng various services fbr a port, they.woufd 
itllubsequently in the same port during the 
c^modity or for providing similar services. 
di|«s vide Its letter No.^A/Cost/125^008-13 
(dpils point which is recorded in para 4(x) of 


li^Authorlty to fix of upfront tariff fbr hamfling 
riqus services and such tariff should app^ to 
Upntty in the same port during the next five 
flty; or for provhflng simitar services. If the 
le projeeto of the p^ recognising projectw^ 
jne with the clause i.2. of the upW^ tariff 


Ing (MOS) was requested to examine and 
by the MOPT tor fixation of separMe 
liiis Authority, Highlighting the mismatch 
by the port, the Ministry was also 
e improving storage capacity to reduce ttw 
amtmprovement becomes absoluieiy not 
terdin^ to recognise tiie optimal capacity 


1489 GI/11-7 



50 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA . EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


4.1. In response, Ministry of Shipping (MOS) vide letter No. PD 25021/6/2010-MoPT 
dated 4 November 2010 has stated the following: 

(i) . The project parameters and cost of the coal terminal at berth no.7 for which 

upfront tariff was fixed at 7 183.00/ PMT and coal terminal A berth no.11 are 
different. While the project cost of 4.61 MMTPA berth r>o.7 was only ? 255 crores, 
the cost of 4 MMTPA coal/ coke handling project at berth no.11 is around ? 442 
crores. Berth no.7 had a relatively large open stacking area of 100000 sqm. as 
compared to limited stacking area of only 75000 sqm. in respect of berth no.11. 
The limited stackyard capacity has put a cap on the optimal capacity of 
4.03 million tonnes which is for below the quay capacity of 7.2 million tonnes. 

(ii) . The cost of the project is substantially higher vis-d-vis the project cost of berth 

no.7 mainly on account of storage and handling of coal cargo in completely 
covered domes and covered conveyor for transporting coal from Ship to the 
domes, in compliance with the directives of NEERI, Nagpur, Goa State Pollution 
Control Board and Hon'ble High Court of Bombay. The cost of dome storage 
facility alone is around ? 192.00' crores resulting in escalation in the cost of 
storage of coal. Further, berth no.11 has been proposed for handling capesize 
vessels with 85,000-1,05,000 DWT which requires extensive maintenance 
dredging with dredge level (-) 17 mtrs. and above. 

(iii) . - As regards the observation of TAMP that there is wide mismatch between the 

optimal quay and yard capacities assessed by the port and that the port may 
explore the possibilities of improving storage capacity to reduce the mismatch 
between the yard and quay capabities, it is submitted that in port like Mormugao, 
Goa there is severe limitation of land availability, hampering the growth of the port. 
The yard capacity can be increased only if the evacuation of the cargo is made 
faster by improved rail and road connectivity. However, the Western Ghat pose a 
severe constraint in the improvement of rail connectivity with MOPT. Impediments 
in the completion of the 4 lane road are also hampering good road connectivity to 
'' the port. 

(iv) . Due to higher capital cost as well as maintenance cost, the revenue fealization 

needs to be higher to make the project attractive. There is huge demand for coal/ 
coke cargo and the project lias evoked interest amongst prospective PPP bidders 
despite the proposed higher upfront tariff. 

(v) . A separate proposal to TAMP for considering the amendments to Clause 2.2. of 

the upfront tariff guidelines to provide for higher tariff for subsequent PPP projects 
for the same commodity, if the project parameters so justify, is being submitted. 

4.2. Based on the above, and in view of the imminent need to develop the Mechanised 
Coal Terminal at Berth No.11, the MOS has directed TAMP to consider fixing separate upfront 
tariff for this coal terminal keeping in view the different parameters and cost components as well as 
different service conditions for the cargo, pending amendments to Clause 2.2. of the upfront tariff 
guidelines. 

5. In compliance with the advice rendered by the MOS, the proposal of the MOPT 
dated 21 June 2010 for fixation of upfront tariff for coal terminal at Berth No.11 was taken up for 
processing on 18 November 2010. 

6. The highlights of the proposal filed by the MOPT are given below for quick glance: 

(i). (a). The new berth no.11 virfll be 311 mtrs. length X 22 mtrs. wide. For this 

purpose the existing berth no.11 is proposed to be shifted forward 
parallely by 22 metres, thereby creating a new quay capable of receiving 
capsize vessels in future. 

(b). The coal import terminal at the berth no.11 of the port envisages 
4 covered domes within the limited area of 76000 sq. mtrs. 




[tniT III— 


(«). 




(c) . 

(d) . 


The terminal ie to be 
Goa as well as Kami 





for impofdng coalitoolcedimestones ale., for the 
:a liteel and ^o«ver inditebtes. 


thaipiiBpo^ ooal hr^ rt 
win hteiia foRNittes for tea 
coal is tocfNMlii to rrwi^t 


fiB&DiUCaQacitK: 

(a). OetimaJQoavCiBarfhf : 

> The op ttnal q ii^y 
AmnBn|W1P>40 


and the 
whether 
Hence, the pel 


ttermiRal at BeftoHo.l 1 of Mormte^ Pott Tnite 
iw^ the imported eoai into rteteray wagons. No 
ifoad. 


' is asie sited at 7.92 M W ie n Tonnes Per 


The share ef pmiinax vessel and handymax vessel is tesumed 
art 80% and 2^ fispeetiveiy based on the e nqu ir tes fttxn trade 

of ewnpe^Hon.'Tto eafosize'^ates 
,&’[|ully loaded an tetedcled to call at MOPT. 
^ of cteM^e >tesseis is token as NIL. 



The shte diV P#uf for pansnax and ham^nnax vessel is 
c onsid e r e d at jSi.lBO tonneapw* day and 15,000 tonnes per day 
as per the untoamn norms pnMorib^ inthe guktettnes.' 


(b). Optim al g Ui^yarsL Cap ffiBi; 


The optimal 
Tonnes Per 


The guideteiea 
sq.. mtr. and 
capa^. The 
guidelines for 



^ard Capacity is estimated at 4.03 MHUpn 
f3(MTPA). 

K. stacking factor of 3 tonnes of cargo per 
ratio of 12 for assessing the optimal yard 
I pimlltes deviated from the norms prescribed in the 
(Mctflteon of optimal yard capacity. 

\ \ 

The MOPT han ^ed that the paranwters ixeecribed in the 
guidelioes canM tj# dkeetty appHed to the proposed coal import 
terminal pt betin rtti.11 as the teteage is envisaged to be in the 
covered dormsffteji^ofepen space as per norms fixed. » 


MOPT has steed teat Goa ^ate PoHution Control Board 
(GSPCB) and Nl ^1, Nagpur have'dHtitod Blatat Berth Nos. 10 
and 11 of MOPTvjCoai/coke must tel stoned enfy in covered 
spaces and hap fop by mecfmnieal dptois. Cteet of 

Bombay at Gm iffos also sniited WbPT to the 

diredions. Thirw W comply wi^i the dl r estlbns ePIhi 08PCB the 
port has rnade Ste deviatirte fiom the giddsIrNn In asedsemertt df 
the optimal yard ^licity. 


The optimal storr| 
is as fiiHtows; 

Capacity UtifisaS^ 
A: Storage in eadf 
U: No. of Domes 
T: Turnover ratio df 
Optimum 81 

Thus, fite optimal 
MTPAbtengtmier 


I (stackyard) capadty ostoulitod by the MOPT 


ilfvei 

Ejeme 

Dome in a year 
Ctetectty 

djlpactty of tiw terminal Is 
cptiwiitocapecitiat. 


70% 

80,000 Tonnes 
4 nbe. 
ItTImas 
diillllfPA 


at 4.03 
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(iii). Capital Cost : 

The capital cost for the proposed terminal Is estimated at ? 441.74 crores. The 
breakup thereon is as given below; 


(T in crores) 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars as furnished by the MOPT 

Capital 

cost 

estimation 

A. 

Coal Handlina Activitv 

204.78 

(i). 

Civil construction cost; 

7 In 
crores 

(a). Coal storage domes 

192.0G 

(b). Dismantling of warehouses 

0.05 

(c). Road connectivity 

2.50 

(d). Removing existing water tines 

0.Q5 

(6). Water supply arrangement 

0.10 

(f). Cut off wall 

0,32 

(a). Contingencies 5% of T 195.03 crores 

a75 

(ii). 

Equipment Plant and Machinery; 1 

150.52 

Details of equipment and no. 
of equipment proposed to be 
deployed - by the BOT 
operator 

No. of coal handling 
equipment prescribed 
in the guidelines for 
unloading terminal 

Tin 

crores 

(a). Ship unioaders - 2 nos. 

2 

88.00 

(b). Conveyor System (length 
2320 mts) 


43.15 

(c). Wagon Loader -1 no. 

1 

9.00 

(d). Rail for ship unloader - in addition to above rails 

0.15 

(e). Removal of existing electrical Knes post etc. 

0.05 

(f). Electrical works including substation 

3.00 

(a). Contingencies 5% of T 143.35 crores 

7.17 

(iii). 

Miscellaneous cost (5% of civil and equipment cost excluding the 
contingency cost) 

16.92 


Total Capital cost for Handling Activity HD + (ID * (ilDI 

372.22 

B. 

Capital cost for construction of berth 

?in 

crores 


(i). 

Cost of the construction of berth 

23.29 


(ii). 1 

Providing pavement / redoing payment 

1.00 


(iii). 

Dredging & Reclamation 

38.98 


(iv). 

Filling with Dredged Material ^ 

0.96 


(v). 

Stone pitching 

0.84 


(Vi). 

Removing & relaying of existing channel buoy 

0.05 


. (vH). 

Moorings 

0.T3 


(viii). 

Fenders 

0.96 


(ix). 

Miscellaneous (5% of? 66,21 crores) 

3.31 

69.52 

c. 

Total capital cost of the Project {A * B) 

441.74 


(iv). (a). The operating cost has been estimated at X 62.26 crores for cargo 

handling activity for the optimal terminal capacity following the norms 

prescribed in the guidelines: 

> Electricity cost is estimated assuming power consumption of 1.40 
units / tonne as per the norms prescribed in the guidelines. Unit 
rate of power is adopted at T 4.50. 

> Repairs and maintenance cost is estimated @ 1% on civil cost 
and 7% on equipment cost. 

> Depreciation is computed as per the Companies Act. 

> Lease rentals is estimated for 83,000 sq. mtrs. of leased area @ 
34.30 per sq. mtr. per month. 

> Other expenses are estimated at 5% of gross value of fixed 
assets. 







l*» «| M*| 


1 
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To summarize, upfront tariff caps proposed by MOPT for coal import 
terminal is as follows; 


Particulars 

Proposed upfront tariff cap (in T) 

Cargo Handling Charges 

295.41 per metric tonne 

Storage Charges (beyond 
free period of 20 days) 

First 5 days - T 30 per tonne per day 

6*’-10*’days - T 75 per tonne per day 

1 l^^lay onward - ? 150 per tonne per day 

Miscetlarieous Charges 



1.11 perGRT per hour I 


7. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the MOPT proposal 
dated 21 June 2010 was forwarded to the concerned users / user organisations and prospective 
bidders (as per the list prowded by the MOPT with the proposal) seeking their comments. The 
proposal was also forwarded to list of additional bidders furnished by MOPT. We have not 
received any comments from users / user organisations or prospective bidders. 

8. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the MOPT was requested to 
furnish additional information / clarifications vide letter dated 3 January 2011. The MOPT vide its 
e-mail dated IS January 2011 has furnished its reply. A summary of the queries raised by us and 
the replies received frdm MOPT is tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 

Queries raised by us 

Reply received from MOPT 

(0- 

Optimal Capacity: 


(al. Ootimal Quav Caoacitv: 

The port has not considered handling of 
capesize vessel while assessing the optimal 
quay capacity. Para 2.2. of the proposal, 
however, states that the proposed facility can 
handle capesize vessel (folly loaded) with 
expected deepening of the channel and also 
points out that the trade has shared this view. 
Bearing in Tnind that the upfront tariff to be 
fixed is for the time horizon of 30 years and 
also the dredging plans of the port, the port 
may examine whether handling of capesize 
vessel need to be considered in the upfront 
tariff fixation. 

The port has not considered handling of 
capesize vessel in view of the present 
trend of vessels calling at the port to 
accommodate capesize vessel capital 
expenditure involved is over T 800 crore 
and therefore no such action is 
contemplated in the near future nor any 
provision has been made in foe plan 
expenditure. Therefore, handling of 

capesize vessel has not been considered. 

(b). Optimal Yard Capacity: 

(i). Out of the total area of 76,000 sq. 

mtrs. proposed to be allotted by the port, the 
area likely to be occupied by each of the 
domes may please be indicated. Land usage 
plan of the remaining area other than the 
proposed 4 domes, if any, may also be 
explained. 

The footprint area likely to be occupied by 
each dome will be 5026 Mts. Sq. After 
assigning sufficient area for foe proposed 
four domes, the remaining area is 
designated for the conveyor system, 
support infrastructure and vehicular 
movement. 

(ii). Furnish the basis of arriving at 

storage capacity of each dome at 80,000 
tonnes along with calculation. Indicate the 
size of each dome along with the height of the 
dome. 

The basis of arriving at a storage capacity 
of 80,000 tons for each dome is based on 
the foct that vessels of 75000 tons 
capacity are anticipated to call at foe 
be,rth. The design measurements of the 
donws will be a diameter of 80 meters 
and a height of 20 meters. 

(iii). The feasibility report as well as the 
proposal does not contain any detailed 
analysis with reference to evacuation of cargo 
by rail while assuming four numbers of 
storage domes for the proposed coal terminal. 
Furnish the basis for assuming four number of 
storage domes. 

The Port design has considered direct 
trarisfej' of coal from vessd to vwigon 
completely bye passing foe storage 
domes. Four domes have been 

incorporated into the design primaily as a 
backup system in the anticipation that any 
eventuality with non availability of rakes or 
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w : 3raWR»I 


Examine whether technicaRy it is p< 
improve the nunriber of don^ 
capacity of each storage dome. 



(iv). Avera^ evacuation of cargo by rail 
achieved in the port during the Iasi 
years may bd^fUmished. Also, furh|it^;1he 
daily evaouadon of cargo ^ rM) asstjii naHl by 
the port In ttie current proposal alonjfv fttl the 
working^ 



any related delays in euaouation is rtot a 
hindrance to unloading of vessels calling 
at the temrinai. . This systom can also 
hnprove tutwround of vOsiels caHng at 
the Port 80006 tons npdcity per dome' 
is considered the optimal stora^ capadty 
and it win not be feasible to increase the 
number of domes at proposed t«ininal 
since there is constratot of space. 


Evacuation of car^ of 4.68 mMion tons 
by railway for the. last year was 1262 
rakes and for earker year also it is in the 
range of 1200 rakes tteaimiiar. quantity of 
car^. This works out to 4 rakes per day 
carrying apprcoc. 15000 tons. The 
evacu^ton of 4.0 ntRKon tons coal in the 
present situation will not be a eonstraint 
as-on a continuoua loading machine total 
of4 rakes can^ hmdtod every day. 


Mthough pnwMon win be inade for 
decNcated belt fterHng from the berth for 
wagon loaeHag, this WHt not be used as 
normal pradfoe. Loading rate win be 
draffiticaRy reduced if the ewgo is loaded 
into takes directly from the Sh^loaders. 
This -will resuk in long detention of rakes 
at the Port vdiich win not be tetteucth/e 
and not acoeptable to RaUwteis. Hence 
tNs methodology is not considered while 
working out ttw Twiff. 


The proposed developirwht of berth No. 
11, the augmentation of tee witira railway 
network of the Port is considered. Berte 
No. 11 project cannot be imp te m ented 
with the exisHng railway tefrastrueture set¬ 
up of tee Port Hence, imjprovements are 
already consktered te tire proposal, 


(b). The turn over parameter ass 
MOPT are fourto to be lower tean 
over level of 25.6 and 26.3 for tee 
07 and 2007-08 respectively achieved 
terminal operator South West Port 
(SWPt) operating in the port with 
wagon loading operations, 
reasons for considering the turh, 
parameter lower that the level achlevadew^ 


Turnover as per nomw forJSoal Terminal 
is 12 times whereat p«vt has taken 
turnover of 18 times in accordance wite 
turnover considered for berte No. T 


Though the taoHItles providid at SWPL is 
common user tedlily. it Is praetieaHy being 
used by on^ orte user, eteereas the 
proposal of IdOPt at Berth No.11 is 
oomfnon user fheUte. Turnover for 
common user fooHIhr,. ‘where 
owwigninents of d t iterent users have to 
be handled teroughoirt the year win 
elvvays be lower than Iteillty wite single 
user. Similar, turrtover otSerie n has been 
taken for berte No 7 pbpeeal. ^ 
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(c). Justify the reasons for allowing 20 

days free period when the yard capacity and 
the storage area are limiting factors in this 
proposal. The MOPT may examine the 
possibility of improving the turn over factor by 
reducing the free period. 

Justification for allowing 20 days free 
period has been given in the proposal at 
page 16. It is stated that the facility is 
common user and at MOPT 
consignments come in smaller parcel 
sizes. Since the storage envisaged is in 
domes, till the cargo of a consignment is 
not fully evacuated, the dome cannot be 
used for the subsequent consignment. 
Further, in Goa there is inherent probiem 
of availability of trucks for evacuation and 
therefore free period has to be increased 
to tecilitate the trade. 

(d). Average dwell time of coal handled in 

MOPT and at SWPL may be indicated for the 
last three years. 

(d) Average dwell time of coal handled in 
MOPT for the last three years is enclosed. 

(viii). The quay capacity is assessed at 
7.91 Million Tonnes Per Annum but the 
optimal capacity is pegged at 4.03 Million 
Tonnes Per Annum as the yard capacity is the 
limiting frictor leading to a wide gap between 
the two capacities and under-utilisation of the 
quay capacity by almost 50%. It has to be 
borne in mind that if at a later stage the 
storage yard area or any other parameters 
considered for determining yard capacity 
undergoes a change, it will result in significant 
increase in Terminal capacity and at the 
upfront tariff determined may result in 
unintended financial gain to the operator 
which will not be a result of the efficiency of 
the operator but may due to the parameters 
assumed at the planning stage. 

It is relevant to mention that the upfront tariff 
guidelines do not prescribe any norm nor 
does it place any restriction on the port on 
area to be allotted to the operator for storage 
purpose. The expectation is to consider area 
required to handle the anticipated capacity. In 
view of the wide gap observed between the 
optimal quay and optimal yard capacity, the 
port is advised to examine all the possibilities 
of improving the yard capacity by improving 
the other parameters i.e. number of storage 
domes, capacity of storage domes, improving 
the turnover parameter, reducing the free 
period, etc. considered in assessing the 
optimal yard capacity. 

The quay and yard capacities have been 
calculated in accordance with the norms 
fixed by the guidelines. Even though the 
norm does not place any restriction on the 
area to be allotted, there is inherent 
shortage of area available for the project. 
The port has very limited space in general 
^ compared to all the major ports and 
has limitation for berth no. 11 project in 
particular as there are other structures 
and areas being utilised for other cargo, 
containers etc.. The area carved out for 
Berth No. 11 is optimal and no additional 
area can be allotted for the project. 
Resultantly, there is no scope for 
increasing the number of domes from 
four. 

(ii). 

Capital Cost: 


(a). The port has not furnished any 

documentary support of unit rate adopted in 
the estimation of dvil cost particularly the cost 
the storage dome and equipment cost. The 
project Feasibility Report does not contain 
documents validating the estimates. Coal 
storage domes Is a new item and the oost 
estimated for this item at 7 192 crores is to be 
supported with documentary evidence. 
Furnish copies of supporting documents/ 
calculation/ rate analysis/ budgetary 
quotations, market rates to justify the 
estimates of other civil items and equipment 
cost as well. 

Cost of the domes is as per the Feasibility 
Report prepared by M/s. Mir Consultants 
and no budgetary quotes have been 
obtained by the port. 


^|||||ipH..|ll 
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(b). The guidelines prescribe list of 

works for coal unloading terminal. The 
construction cost estimated by ttie M 
does not include cost of berth apron 
approach, transfer towers, wagon loa 
station, building, conveyor gallery 
marshalling yard listed in the guidelines, 
reasons for deviation from the list of it 
prescribed in the guidelines may please 
explained. 

civil 

civil 

DPT 

3hd 

ding 

arid 

The 

ems 

1 be 

The items listed are not envisaged in foe 
project as the handling is not froth the 
open storage but from the| dome storage. 
Method of conveying the cargo from 
vessel to railway wagon has been brought 
out at para 5.9.2, 5.10 and 5.11 in the 
Feasibility Report. 

(c). The list of coal handling equipr 

prescribed in the guidelines include) 
numbers of reclaimers, 2 numbers 
stackers, 2 cranes, 4 pay loaders 
%iirkshop equipment. The proposal of 
MOPT does not considered cost estimate) 
the above mentioned equipment prescribe 
the guidelines. The port may confirm 
these equipment mentioned in the guidel 
are not envisaged by the port. 


Number of reclaimers, stackers, cranes, 
payloaders and workshop equipments as 
prescribed in the guidelines are not 
envisaged in foe project. 

(d). The estimate of 7 0.15 crore towi 

rail for ship unloader states that its “in add 
to above rails'. There is no ofrier estimat 
rails in the proposal. The correct positio 
this regard may be indicated. 

nds 

tidn 

B of 

1 In 

_ 

It refers to rail arrangement for in motion 
wagon loader mentioned above foe rail for 
ship unloader. There is no separate 
estimate for rails. 

(e). The port has estimated contingency 

cost at 5% in the civil and equi^ent 
estimates. Please confirm and show that the 
base capital cost does not provide for any 
contingencies. 

The MOPT in its earlier proposals filed| for 
determining the upfront tariff for iron die 
temiinal and coal terminal had not esbm^ed 
the contingency cost in foe civil end 
equipment estimates. The reasons , for 
estimating the contingency cost in the ojiient 
proposal may, therefore, please be explalnbd. 
Justify foe basis for estimating contingency at 
5% of the capital cost. 

Contingencies may be read as 
Miscdllaneous cost that i$ provided as 
norm in foe guidelines. 

(f). The capital cost estimated 

berthing service includes miscellane 
capital cost at 5% of the civil cost which is 
as per the guidelines. Justify the basis and 
reasons estimating this item which is nd 
per the norms prescribed in foe guidelines. 

for 
ous 
not 
:t>fe 
: as 

Miscellaneous Capital cost has been 
considered frir berthing service in line wifo 
miscellaneous cost for dvil works and 
Plant & Machinery. 

(g). Confirm that foe capital ( 

estimated by the MOPT reflect the cun 
market position. 

iOSt 

ent 

Capital con reflects foe cost estimated at 
the time'of submission of the proposal. 

(iii). 

Operating Cost: . [ 


(a). Copy of the Electricity Bili of foe Siatd 
Electricity Board, Goa furnished by the MQPT 
pertains to June 2009 and the unit rate vydrka 
out to 4.04. Whereas the unit rate of pomr 
considered by MOPT in the upfront t^rilf 
fixation is t 4.50. The unit rate of power 
considered at 7 4.50 may be substantiated 
with foe copy of the recent electricity bill, j 

Latest eledricity bill is furnished. 

^ A 


(b). The license fee adopted by foe MOPT 
for the proposed coal terminal as per its Srale 
of Rates may please be indicated, thp 
escalation factor, if any, applied to the b^se 
license fees may be indicated. Furrlish 

TAMP approved Scale of Rates 
prescribes Jicenoe fee at 7 292 per 10 sq. 
mtr. per month which has been escalated 
at 2% p.a. as per land policy guidelines 
2004 and licenoe fee of f 34.30 per 


1469 Gt/11—8 
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calculations to show how the license fee of 
f 34.30 per sq. mtr. per annum is arrived 
applying the annual escalation to toe base 
rate adopted from the Scale of Rates of toe 
MOPT. 

square meter per annum is arrived at. 

(iv). 

1 

The guidelines for coal terminal stipulate 98% 
of toe revenue requirement to be apportioned 
to handling charge and 1% each to storage 
and miscellaneous charges for arriving at toe 
upfront tariff. As against the above position, 
the port has apportioned the entire revenue 
requirement of ^ 119.11 crores to determine 
toe composite cargo handling charges of ^ 
295.41 per tonne. The port has also 
proposed storage charge for stay of cargo 
beyond the free period which is arrived 
independently based on toe percentage of 
handling charge giving reference of the 
storage charge prescribed in the Scale of 
Rates of SWPL. In this regard the following 
points may be examined by toe port: 


(a). The reference drawn to SWPL is out 

of place as the upfront tariff fixation for 
proposed coal terminal is governed by 2008 
guidelines. Even at SWPL the storage charge 
prescribed is not arrived as percentage of 
handling charge. 

The reasons for deviating from the 
Guidelines of 2008 is brought out at para 
12.4 in our proposal. Even though TAMP 
has not fixed storage charges as a 
percentage of handling charges, it works 
out to the percentages that are indicated. 
As toe storage is not conventional, 1% 
prescribed as per guidelines may not be 
reasonable. Further, storage domes 
cannot be used as storage yards as is 
being done by the trade today as domes 
have to be evacuated faster to make way 
for toe next consignment as it is common 
user focility. Only when charges are 
steep, there is pressure on toe trade to 
evacuate the cargo foster. 

(b). The approach adopted by toe MOPT 

of apportioning the entire revenue 
requirement for determining the handling 
charge and proposing the storage charge 
independently as a percentage of handling 
charge will result in annual revenue 
generation to toe operator exceeding toe total 
revenue requirement estimated. The port 
may modify toe proposed handling charge as 
well as storage charge complying with the 
guidelines. 

The reasons for deviation form the norms 
in the guidelines have been brought out in 
the proposal. As operations and 
equipments are not as per norms fixed in 
guidelines, the guidelines cannot be 
complied with in toto. 

(c). The MOPT may review and rework 

toe storage charge taking into consideration 
toe norms prescribed in toe guidelines. 
Deviation, if any, from the guidelines in tois 
regard, need to be justified. Expected stay of 
cargo beyond toe proposed free period under 
each slab may be reckoned with while 
determining the storage charge to meet toe 
expected revenue requirement from tois tariff 
item. Please furnish detailed working in this 
regard. Also, furnish calculation to show that 
at toe revised storage rate (to be) proposed, 
the expected revenue requirement from the 
storage charge will be realised by toe 
operator. 

Kindly refer reply furnished at (a) & (b) 
above. 
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(d). Hie guidelines require 1% of the 
estimated revenue requHement to ibe 
recovered from miscellaneous charge, 
port has not proposed any misceHanejiue 
charge. The port may exptam die reasonsl fbr 
the deviation from die guidelines in this regard 
and confinn it does not envisage the opeiftor 
to offer misceilaneous services at ithe 
proposed coal terminal. I 


Scale of Rates: 


(a). Sfib 
Conditions : 


I.2.- General T« 


The note proposed at (v) states diat [the 
operator of. the proposed terminal shall alloMir 
rebate in berth hire payable to the MC)Pt 
during the period of idling of vessel at the 
terminal. The proposed note is not foijnd 
relevant as the berth hire charge for, the 
proposed ooai terminal are payable to the 
operator and not to the land lord port and 
hence mav be deleted. I 


(b). 

I 

The note (i) proposed under this sche(|ule 
may be elaborated defining the servl^ 
cowsred in the composite handling rate. Si^ 
die port has not proposed any separate 
misoeKaneous charges, the proposed rfote 
may state that it shall include all cost towards 
miscellaneous services not specificially 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates. . 


(c). Schedule 3 - Storaoe charge: I . 

(i). The port in para 12 of the propdsat 
has stated diat for parcel sizes in excess of 
56,000 tonnes, the free period of 20 daysjwM 
be increased proportionately, i.e. 1 dayjfOr 
each additional 2800 tonnes per day and| for 
parcel sizes less than 56,000 tonnes, the ^Tee 
period will be the number of days allowable 
fbr evacuation @ 2800 tonnes per day. In ^is 
reoard. the following may be clarified: 


(a). The reason for the said condition rpay 
please be explained. I 


(b). The basis of amving at the evacusnon 
rate of 2600 tonnes per day in the said rtete 
may also be explained. I 


(c). Para 5.1. of the feasibility rej^ 
states that ter the proposed coal tenn|ndt 
push in puli out train movemoit will ibe 
required which can achieve around 2006 
tonnes per hour on a sustained basis. WUt 
reference to the above position ih |die 
Pea^Bitv Report,, justify die basis i 


The estimated revenue requirement has 
been entirely allocated for handling 
charges and no allocation is made as per 
guidelines fbr storage and misceflaneous 
charges. Activities for which 
miscellaneous charges are aNocated as 
per guidelines are not envisaged in the 
current proposal. 


TAMP is corred to ttie exteni that charges 
ara not payable to MOPT. However, 
rebate in beidi hire may have to be given 
by the terminal operator if the vessel idles 
on the berth due to brealc-down of 
machinmy or fecMities atfributable to the 
terminal operator. 


Yes. Clause wHI be suitably altered. 



The reason has been brougNt out in para 
12.4. The storage charges fer overatayal 
of any cargo has te be high so as to act 
as a strong deterrent for Imponen i against 
using the valuable Mor s ^ space for 
speculation/comMireial advantage. 


At para 12.4, evacutfon rate is 
mentioned as 2M tonnes per day and 
not 2600 tonnes per Sfey. Further, basis of 
arriving at evacuation rate ef MIO tonnes 
per day has been breught out ih the 
proposal in detafi. 


Load in motion w agon toaiers have 
capsbWty of achtoving IMg tone per hour 
on sustained batos. This wtR also depend 
on the supply of rihM by tncHan Railways 
over which port has no control. To 
consider 2000 tons per hour discharge 
there should be eotdinuous discha 













60 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


{Part III— Sec. 4] 


! 

reasons for considering the evacuation @ 
2600 tonnes per day in the said note. 

from ship and also import by the trade. 
However, evacuation of 2800 tonnes per 
day has been worked out on 70% of 
dome capacity being evacuated in 20 
days. 

(ii). The condition at (c). (i) above as well 

as the notes proposed in page 17 (para 12) of 
its proposal governing application of storage 
charge are not incorporated in the proposed 
Scale of Rates at Schedule 3 - Storage 
charge. The MOPT may modify the proposed 
SOR to incorporate these conditions 
governing the storage charge. The condition 
relating to the commencement of free period 
may also be incorporated. 

It is felt that justification given at para 12 
need not be part of schedule 3 of Scale of 
Rates for storage charges. However, 
condition for commencement of free 
period will be incorporated as follows: 

‘Free period shall commence immediately 
on completion of the unloading of the 
cargo from the vessel. Period of Twenty 
days shall be reckoned from the time total 
discharge is complete.’’ 

(iii). Incorporate a general condition 
stating that storage charge not to accrue for 
the period when the operator is not in a 
position to deliver/ ship import/ export cargo, 
etc. at the request of the user. 

Yes 


9. On examining the reply furnished by Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT), it was 

observed that reply furnished by the port did not adequately address some of the queries raised by 
us. The MOPT, therefore, vide our ietter dated 18 January 2011 was requested to furnish further 
additionai information/ clarifications on those points. 

10.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 24 January 2011 at the MOPT premises. 

The MOPT made a power point presentation of Its proposal. At the joint hearing, MOPT and the 
concerned users / user organisations have made their submissions. 


10.2. At the joint hearing, a number of gaps appearing in the proposal which were 

already pointed out earlier vide our letter dated 18 January 2011 particularly with reference to the 
storage capacity, etc., were specificaily highlighted again to the Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT). 
The port was advised to review its proposal and file a revised proposai alongwith its response to 
our ietter dated 18 January 2011 by 7 February 2011. Whiie revising the proposal, the port was 
advised to address the following points; 


(i) . The reasons why the direct deiivery option given in the Feasibility Report is not 

considered in the tariff proposai, are not satisfactorily explained. 

(ii) . The various parameters considered to assess storage capacity need to be 

relooked into, bearing in mind the fact that tariff is being set for a time horizon of 
30 years. 

(iii) . The port may consuit Railways to find out their capacity augmentation pians which 

wiil have a bearing on the evacuation of cargo from the MOPT. 


(iv). The basis of estimating capital costs, particularly those of storage domes, needs 
to be explained with supporting caiculations and documents. 

10.3. The concerned users/ user organisations consuited in fois case were ailowed one 

week time to furnish their comments to MOPT with a copy endorsed to us. The MOPT was 
advised to examine the comments received from users / user organisations and furnish its views / 
remarks on their comments, if any, whiie filing the revised proposai. 


11 . 1 . With reference to the points discussed at the joint hearing, the MOPT vide letter 

dated 8 February 2011 has furnished additional information/ ciarifications which are summarised 
below: 

(i). The Feasibility Report of the project takes into account the option of direct delivery 
of coal from vessel to wagon. However, considering the other foctors such as 
non-availability of rakes or other hindrances that may delay evacuation of cargo 
and thereby disturb the unloading operations of cargo, direct delivery option in the 
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four domes have been incorpotalsd in the design primarily as a backup system. 
This system would improve turnatound of vessels calling at this Port and thereby 
increase the traffip. 

It has been designed to install four domes and the optimal storage capacity of per 
dome is designed at 80,000 tonnes, it is reiterated that it would not be feasible to 
increase the number of domes at the proposed terminal on account of constraint 
of space. It is further submitted that in case the cargo is loaded from the 
shiploaders to the wagons, the loading rate would be drastically reduced. This will 
result in long detention of rak^ at the Port which wHI not be productive and hot 
acceptable to the Railways. Though, It is technically pos^le to load directly to 
wagons, it would not be practical to do the same considering the limited availability 
of wagons and lower productM^> therefore, the methodology in the feasibility 
report was not considered whil^ working out tariff. 

(ii) . As already submitted to the TiilMP and discussed in ttie joint hearing held on 24*' 

January, 2011, the area earmarked for proposed terminal at Berth No. 11 is 
optimal and because of spacefconstraint, no additional area could be allotted for 
the project The quay capacityj has been calculated In accordatKe with the norms 
fixed in the guidelines. In viev^of the constraint of land area and direction of the 
High Court and Goa Pollufion Control Board, new technology of dome storage is 
envisaged as against open stoipge as per the PPP guidelines. 

(iii) . The Railways have already takpn up the project of prowding double lining. A letter 

dated 5 August 2010 from South Western Railway about the Railway Board 
sanctioning the capital cost for kfoubling of rail connectivity between Hosp^-Vasco 
is furnished by MOPT. 

(iv) . The calculation sheet/Working of estimated capital cost is yet to be received from 

consultants. 


11.2. The MOPT vide letter dated 8 February 2011 has furnished its response to the 

queries raised vide our letter dated 18 January] 2011. A summary of the queries raised by us vide 




Queries raised by us 

Reply fumisfied by MOPT 

Out of 76,000 sq. mtrs. of land propos^ to 
be allotted, 20,104 sq. mtrs. of i.e. 2,^% 
land will be occupied by domes as jper 
MOPT. Exact land usage plan of 

remaining 55,896 sq. mtrs of area 
proposed for conveyor system, support 
infrastmcture, etc., may please | be 
furnished as requested in our earlier qupry. 

,, 1 

Out of 76,000 sq. mtrs. of land proposed to 
be allotted, 20,104 sq. mtrs. of land will be 
occupied by the domes alone. After 
considering statutory requirement of space 
between the domd, the area required for the 
domes alongwith conveyor system wilt be 
47980 sq. mtrs. The remaining space is 
required fw movement of machinery, 
vehicles deployed for maintenance of the 
plant and also office in the project area. 



(a). The port admits that provisionjwiH 
be made for dedicated belt feeding from 
the berth to wagon by passing the stoijage 
domes but the same is not recogniseo to 
the determination of capacity. Plelase 
confirm whether ttie estimated 'capital |x>st 
includes the option of direct feedfog ^om 
berth to wagon. 


(b). Transfer of coal directly from shfo 
to wagons will be in addition to optimai 
capacity determined by the MOPT at 4.03 
MTPA. If this option is avaiiabie as stated 
by the MOPT, then MOPT may rrtake 
suitable adjustment in its proposal to 
capture the capacity so available f|k>m 
direct feeding.__; 


It is conffrmed that the estimated capital cost, 
includes the option of direct feeding from 
berth to wagon. This can only be an 
alternative in case the storage system foils. 
This cannot be considered as an additional 
facility of evacuation for the purpose of 
calculation of yard capacity. 


This has been clarified vide our letter dated 
15/1/2011. As stated above, direct feeding 
from berth to wagon is only an altemative in 
the case of failure of storage system. It 
cannot be regular delivery system to rework 
yard capacity. 
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(iii). 

(a). Based on evacuation details 

furnished by the MOPT in the last year, 
1262 rakes (i.e. 4 rakes per day) carrying 
approximateiy 15000 tonnes/ day of cargo 
i.e. apprx 4.68 million tonnes of cargo has 
been evacuated by raii from the port. In 
this context, justify why the optimal 
capacity for the proposed coal terminal is 
restricted to 4.03 MTPA. 

This has been clarified vide our letter dated 
15/1/2011. We would like to reiterate once 
again that statistics given of 4.68 million 
tonnes is for existing coal terminal of SWPL 
which caters to a single customer whereas 
the proposed terminal at Berth No. 11 is 
common user fricility and therefore the same 
rate of evacuation cannot be expected. At 
present Berth No.11 caters to small foundries 
in and around Goa who take smaN parcel 
sizes. The nature of customer base being 
different, two projects cannot be compared 
on the same footing. Therefore, yard 
capacity proposed cannot be increased 
based on the performance of the presently 
operating terminal. 

(b). The port has admitted that 
augmentation in entire railway network is in 
pipe iine and stated that the same has 
been considered in the proposal. Please 
show how the impact of improvement in 
the rail infrastructure on the evacuation of 
cargo is considered for the proposed coal 
terminal in addition to 4.68 MTPA cargo 
presently evacuated by rail at the port. 

(iv). 

Since yard capacity and storage area are 
limiting factor, our query is reiterated and 
the port is advised to examine the 
possibility of improving the turnover by 
reducing the free period. 

It is reiterated that the ^cility proposed is 
"Common Users Facility". The turnover for 
common-user facility where the consignment 
of different users will have to be handled 
throughout the year will always be lower than 
the fecility of single user. At our Port, the 
consignments come in smaller size. Since 
the storage envisaged is in domes, the 
domes cannot be used for subsequent 
consignment tili the cargo in the consignment 
is not fuily evacuated. Therefore, in our 
opinion allowing 20 days free period is 
appropriate to facilitate the Trade. 

(v). 

Details of average dwell time of coal stated 
to have been furnished is not received. 
The port may furnish the requisite details. 

The details of average dwell time of coal 
have been already furnished. 

(Vi), 

Capital cost of storage dome may please 
be substantiated with documentary support 
which was relied upon by the Consultants 
while preparing the Feasibility Report. 
Confirm that the capital cost for other items 
reflects the prevailing market price. 

The break up of capital cost of storage dome 
is furnished below; 

Total cost for one dome (80m dia ?48crores 

and 20fn height) 

Foundation cost (pile with raft) TIB crores 

Steel dome fabrication with erection ? 8 crores 

Dome accessories and others ^ 22 crores 

(vii). 

(a). The basis for considering 

contingency at 5% of civil and equipment 
cost is not explained. 

In our proposal, contingencies cost is 
provided at 5% of civil and equipment cost. 

In this regard, it is stated that technology of 
dome structure being very new and not 
available in the country, the cost is very 
volatile. The lead time for purchase of 
machinery goes upto 24 months. In the case 
of imported equipments, exchange rate also 
will have a direct impact in the cost of the 
equipments and considering this factor, 5% 
towards contingencies is provided in the 
proposal on civil and equipment costs. 

(b). The port has requested to read 

contingencies cost estimated at 5% in civil 
and equipment cost as miscellaneous cost. 
Miscellaneous cost at 5% of the total civil 
cost and equipment cost is already 
estimated by the MOPT separately and 
hence will lead to duplication in the 
estimation of miscellaneous costs. 

(viii). 

The reply furnished by the port does not 
address the specific query raised about the 
deviation from guidelines while arriving at 
storage charge. Our query is, therefore, 
reiterated. 

TAMP desired that MOPT has deviated from 
the guidelines in fixation of storage charges. 
As against 1% of the total charges allocated 
to towards storage charges, MOPT has 
proposed separate storage rates. It is to be 
noted that as against conventional storage 
system, MOPT is deviating with construction 
of domes to comply with Court’s direction of 
closed storage. If at all port was not directed 
by the Court to have closed storage for 
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(ix). The port ha$ not proposed the rhojdifled 
note. The proposed note (i) mav be 
elaborated defining the services tp be 
covered in the composite handiing rat^. 


(a). The evacuation rate indicated at 
2800 tonnes per day from the storage done 
does not match with the evacuation @ 
15000 tonnes per day reportedly achieved 
by the port during the last year. ^ The 
correct position may be indicated. ; 


(b) . While replying our query at iv) 

(c) , the MOPT has stated that evacuation 
of 2800 tonnes per day has been wprked 
out based on the dome capacity bejng 
evacuated in 20 days. When evacuation 
@ 15000 tonnes per day is achieyM by 
the port in the past, the reason^ for 
restricting evacuation at 2800 tonnesr day 
from frie storage dome to wagon ifr not 
clear which mav piease be explained., 


Since the storage and the yard capadty is 
a constraint, as advised earlier, the port is, 
again advised to explore all potisible 
mechanism to improve the optimal capacity 
by improving all the parameters; viz. 
reducing die free period and improvtnb the 
turnover, improving the evacuation of 
cargo, explore tire possibility of direct 
transfer of cargo from ship to wagon,] etc., 
so as to improve the capacity or tire 
proposed coal terminal. 


environmental reasons, port need not have 
gone for storage domes with huge cost 
Further, storage in the domes cannot be 
equated with normal storage on yard. 
Therefore, port has allocated entire charges 
for handling as against 98%. Port has further 
given 20 free days to evacuate the cargo and 
proposes to levy storage charges only after 
free days to discourage longer duration of 
storage. This Nnpacts throughput and if trade 
tends to use storage dorhes like normal yard, 
project will not be viable for the operator. 
Therefore, port has deviated from usual 
practice of 1% of total charges towards 
storage and has proposed heavy charges for 
storage beyond free 


In the note at para 2 of general terms and 
conditions, fr>Howing sentence shall be 
incorporated. 

‘The handling charge shall include all co^ 
towards miscellaneous services and not 
specifically prescribed in the scale of rates.' 


Evacuation indicated by port of 15000 tonnes 
per day is in respect of SWPL where storage 
pattern is not identical to proposed storage 
system. Further, the entire cargo of SWPL 
goes to only one user i.e., JSW and therefore 
it is possible to achieve evacuation rate of 
15000 tonnes per day. Since proposed 
terminal is for common user facility, the same 
rate of evacuation cannot be expeded. 


Calculation of evacuation rate of 2800 tonnes 
per day has already been brought out at para 
12.4 of our proposal. 



12. As decided in the joint hear 
furnished their comments on the proposal of i 
not received any commerfts from MOPT. 

13. The proceedings relatiriy to i 
the office of this Autiiority. An excerpt of ti 
concerned parties will be sent separately to 1 
available at our website httP://tariftauthoritv.a( 


ig. Mormugao Port Users Association (MPUA) has 
he MOPT witii a copy endorsed to TAMP. We have 


Hisuitation in this case are available on records at 
comments received and arguments made by the 
e relevant parties. These details will also be made 
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14. With reference to totality of the information collected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges; 


(i) . As has been brought out earlier, this Authority has fixed upfront tariff for coal 

handling at Mormugao Port Trust vide Order No.TAMP/23/2008-MOPT dated 
7 August 2008. As per clause 2.2 of the upfront tariff guidelines, tariff caps once 
set for handling commodities or providing various services for a port, would apply 
to ail terminals that are bid out subsequently in the same port during the next five 
years for handling identical commodity or for providing similar services. When the 
matter was referred to the Ministry of Shipping (MOS), in view of deviation from 
the said clause in the upfront tariff guidelines of 2008, the Ministry of Shipping 
(MOS) vide letter No.PD 25021/6/2010-MoPT dated 4 November 2010 has 
advised this Authority to consider fixing separate upfront tariff for the proposed 
coal terminal at MOPT citing thfit parameters and capital cost components 
involved for the proposed coal terminal are different from the parameters and cost 
components considered in die August 2008 Order. The current exercise of fixing 
upfront tariff for die proposed terminal at Berth no.11 of MOPT is undertaken in 
compliance with the advice received from the MOS in this regard. 

(ii) . The proposal of MOPT dated 21 June 2010 in general complies with the 

guidelines issued for upfront tariff setting vide Notification No.TAMP/52/2007-Misc. 
dated 26 February 2008 except the follovwng two major deviations from the 
guidelines; 

(a) . Computation of optimal yard capacity, which incidentally limits the optimal 

capacity of terminal, assessed by the MOPT is not in compliance with the 
norms prescribed in the guidelines which is applicable for open storage. 

The MOPT has assessed optimal yard capacity with reference to four 
numbers of covered domes envisaged by the port for the proposed 
terminal in compliance with direction of the Goa State Pollution Control 
Board and the Hon’ble Bombay High Court for storing coal in covered 
space. It is noteworthy that the deviation proposed by the MOPT from the 
parameters prescribed in the guidelines in view of requirement to store 
cargo in covered domes is endorsed by the MOS also. 

(b) . The upfront tariff guidelines prescribe norms for apportioning 98% of the 

estimated revenue requirement for determining the handling charge and 
balance 1% each for determining the storage and miscellaneous charge. 
The norms prescribed in the guidelines have not been followed by the 
MOPT while proposing the upfront fee for composite handling charge and 
the storage charge. 

The port has justified the reasons for deviations made from the guidelines 
in tl;iis regard. Deviations proposed in the norms/ parameters are, inter 
alia, discussed in the subsequent paragraphs. 

(iii) . Optimal Terminal Capacity ; 

(a). Optimal Quay Capacity; 

(i). The share of panamax vessel and handymax vessel is assumed 
at 80% and 20% respectively reportedly based on the enquiries 
from trade and the existing pattern of composition. The port has 
not considered handling ^ capesize vessel while assessing the 
optimal quay capacity. Para 2.2. of the proposal, however, states 
that the proposed facility can handle capesize vessel (fuHy 
loaded) with expected deepening of the channel and the trade has 
also shared this view. In view of the above position and bearing 
in mind that the upfront tariff fixed would ordinarily apply for the 
time horizon of 30 years and atto the dredging plans of the port, 
the port was advised to' examine the share of capesize vessel 
expected to call the proposed temiinal during the project period. 
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The port has clarrfied that dredging the channel will involve huge 
cost and it will not be viable for the port to undertake such 
expenditure to oater to small proportion of vessels and, therefore, 
the MOPT has maintained the share of vessel as per its original 
proposal. 

It is notable that for the upfront tariff fixed by this Authority for coal 

' terminal in August'2008, the port has proposed handling of cape 
size vessel with its share at 10%, handy max at 10% and 
panamax at 80% which was considered while approving the 
upfront tariff. During the processing of that case, the port stated 
that it has proposal to deepen the channel beyond 14.5 mtrs. and 
had conTirmed that a cape size vessel can be safely handled at 
the coal terminal. 

The position now maintained by the. port contradicts its own 
proposal for setting upfront tariff for the other coal terminal. 

It is notable that the Ministry of Shipping in its letter dated 
4 November 2010, inter alia, has pointed out about handling of 
capesize vessel at the proposed berth no.11. That being so, the 
share of cape size vessel is assumed to be 10%, handy max 
vessel at 10% and the panamax vessel at 80%, which is the share 
of vessels assumed for determining the upfront tariff for coal 
terminal in the Order dated 7 August 2008. 

(ii). Considering the share of vessels as stated above and the ship 
day output for cape size vessel at 50,000 tonnes per day, 
panamax and handymax vessel at 35,000 tonnes per day and 
15,000 tonnes per day respectively as per the unloading norms 
prescribed in the guidelines, the optimal quay capacity of the 
mechanised coal handling terminal is 8814750 [i.e. 8.81 Million 
Tonnes Per Annum (MTPA)] as against 7.92 MTPA assessed by 
the MOPT. 

(b). Optimal Yard Capacity; 

(i). The upfront tarifr guidelines stipulate specific norms for 
determining the yard capacity. As per the guidelines, the stacking 
norm is 3 tonnes per sq. metre, the turn over norm is 12 a year for 
25 days free period and the optimal yard capacity is determined at 
70% of tlie maximum stacking quantity in the yard. 

As against the above norms prescribed in the guidelines, the 
MOPT has assessed the optimal yard capacity with reference to 
four covered storage domes. It has considered the storage 
capacity of each dome at 80000 tonnes, turn over factor of 18 and 
70% utilisation fector (i.e. 80000 tonnes / dome * 4 donlies * 
18 turn over factor * 70%) and the optimal yard capacity is 
assessed at 4.03 MTPA. 

The MOPT has submitted the norms prescribed in the guidelines 
envisage conventional storage system oa,open stackyard. The 
deviation proposed from the guidelines is in view of storage 
proposed in covered domes to comply with court's direction of 
closed storage. It has stated that Goa State Pollution Control 
Board (GSPCB) and NEERI, Nagpur have directed that at Berth 
Nos. 10 and 11 of MOPT, Coal/coke must be stored only in 
covered spaces and handled by mechanical means and the 
Hon’ble High Court of Bombay at Goa has also advised the 
MOPT to comply with these directions. Thus to comply with the 
directions of the GSPCB the port is constrained to deviate from 
. the guidelines for assessment of the optimal yard capacity. In the 
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light of the above position, and recognising that the MOS has also 
vide its letter dated 4 November 2010 endorsed the constrain 
expressed by the MOPT in tfiis regard, the deviation proposed by 
the MOPT in assessing the optimal yard capacity based on 
storage of coal in covered storage dome is considered in this 
anaiysis subject to the modifications explained in the subsequent 
part of the analysis. 

(ii). The quay capacity is assessed by the MOPT is 7.92 Million 
Tonnes Per Annum but the optimal capacity is p^ged at 
4.03 Million Tonnes Per Annum. As the yard capacity is the 
limiting factor leading to a wide gap between the two capacities 
and under-utilisation of the quay capacity is aimost 50%, the 
MOPT was advised to examine whether technically it is possible 
to improve the number of domes/ storage capacity of each 
storage dome and to explore all possible mechanism to improve 
the optimal capacity by improving all the parameters viz. reducing 
the free period, improving the turnover, improving the evacuation 
of cargo, explore the possibility of direct transfer of cargo from 
ship to wagon, etc., bearing in mind the fact that tariff is being set 
for a time horizon of 30 years. 

The port after examining its proposal has clarified that storage 
capacity per dome considered at 80000 tonnes is the optimal 
storage capacity. It has confirmed that technically it is not feasible 
to increase the number of domes at proposed terminal in view of 
space constraints. 

The port has assumed the turn over factor at 18 as against the 
prescribed norm of 12. When pointed out that the turn over 
parameter assumed by MOPT are lower than the turnover level of 
25.6 and 26.3 for the years 2006-07 and 2007-08 respectively 
achieved by the terminal operator South West Port Limited 
(SWPL) operating in the port with mechanised wagon loading 
operations, the port has argued that SWPL is practically being 
used by only one user, whereas the proposed berth is a common 
user facility hence the parameters achieved by SWPL cannot be 
considered. ( 

It is relevant to state that in the upfront tariff fixed for coal terminal 
at the MOPT, the turn over factor is assumed at 20. The port has 
also admitted that augmentation of the railway ^duties, both in 
the port area as well as outside, has already been set in motion. 
A communication from Railways confirming this position has also 
been produced. In view of the above position and bearing in mind 
the fact that tariff is being set for a time horizon of about 30 years, 
there is no reason to consider the turnover parameter lower than 
the level assumed while determining the upfront tariff of the coal 
terminal in the MOPT. That being so, in the instant case the turn 
over factor is considered at 20 as assumed in the August 2008 
Order as against turnover parameter of 18 assumed by the 
MOPT. 

Based on the above parameters, the optimal yard capacity of the 
proposed coal terminal works out to 4480000 tonnes per annum. 

(c). In the ordinary course, the optimal capacity for the coal handling terminal 
will be 4480000 tonnes per annum being lower of the two capacities Le. 
quay and yard. It Is notable that even the MOS vide letter 14 July 2010 
has pointed out that the limited stackyard capacity due to space 
constraints puts a cap on the optimal capacity of the terminal at 
4.03 MTPA as against the quay capacity assessed by MOPT at 7.92 
MTPA. 
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(d). The Feasibility Report fm ni#ed by llie MOPT ^wis^p# ao option of 
direct deHvery of coal tiMd Awssel to vwagon. .The M09^ has iriao 
subrtimed that that it is t*r hr^loaly peeaiMi to traris^ (xwl caroo d^^ 
from vessel to wagote <b f ajss hg the aterage dome. The eaUrtMlad 
coital cost furriMedby 41 e ibrt iridwfas the eost of fecHtibe requirvKl 
direct transfer of cargo, i ub this opbon is not consklered by the port for 
Mconnining opcifTivi capQs^ on im grouixw wix mo opoon or owoci 
delivery is not envisage ai^ a normal pfadioa but ^ Qti|y kept as an 
altorrurtiva arrangariierrt ^ ci|se ttw sibrege ^tam fbils. K haa further 
stressed dmtdkectloadiA] Vw seriously effect produdMiy. 

■ . if . , 

Though the point made by 0w MOFT ^out low productivtty on account of 
direct delivery from vessel td iwagon may be Mtiect. it is not e elgnilicant 
issue in this case in view «file hugeeUey side suqilut oapacfefe v s il a bl e. 

Since it is technidaUy feris^ for diraet trander of coal from ship to 
wagorw and afeo lecogife irif that the implM edit'estirrMted by the port 
includes the capferi c(e4 f^ this opHon, frt our anafesfe, 10%. of the 
diflererKe between the oi|l ii|al quay arid yard capedty i.e, 8.8t MTPA - 
4.48 MTPA b. 4.33 MTPA wNch Is a43 MTPA is assumed on an adhoc 
bask to be the cargo mb ^ rnove dbectly from ship to wagon. This . 
volume will not be cor^re ned by the avaiable yard capacity since direct 
delivery is effected. Aoc NdfeiMyi d-d3 MTPA is added to the opthnal 
. oapacify of toe terminal Vthiih will jre 4913475 tonnes/ annum (i e* 4.91j^ 
MTPA). This to sonto jpdaMi Will improve the optimal capacity of thcT 
terminal but sOH the wWrmr the two capacities cannot be 

bridged further. The li^l^ IM the wide gap between 

the two capaei8asia«iiwttpw W 'lMw of toe oonstrairits erqxessed by 
‘ tow pGVt;j(nd Ihe podlion j rn jtors ed fe^‘tha4l40S the optimal capacity for 
toe fNidii^r ^ ^ 4.91 MTPA with mismatch 

betwreen quay and yaio i^ pw|ifii sUb{ed to the condition that if toe yard 
capacity Improves due to I i#^tolTSnt In any of the j w a m eter s assumed 
in the exercise and towad aStjlrallte h a« Slt a d,. (Wteeeds the gpimai capacity 
considered ln‘ Oris tearefe i,><gpftetiPtoriit> to ie dfe y^tois Autoorify shsH be 
reviewed-^qSre'PPittb^ tosMfrStoradVised to inooq)orate an appropriate 
dausdto this effeetto toi^IpP itooMnto^ issued and in toe BOT 
agreement to be signed wi Mb toe s uco tos fr jf btodto. It is letevant to state 
that a similar approach W IS ladoptod in case of upfront tariff for dry bulk 
terminal off Tekra near Tu id to p^ of Kandia and toe SPM at toe l^dla 
Port Trust. ! ff 

(iv). CaottatCost : ) 

The capital cost for the coal termfr al With covered rtorege eati m atedby toe MOPT 
is T 441.74 crotM fte twrgo handlM Services and bartofegraantoee as explained 
hereunden ! 

(a). CMI construction cost ' 

The upfront tarHf gukteKhnSitiroadly indicate toe dvK works involved.for 
coat terminal ahd reqifer ihe port to eifenale dvd cost. Ihe civd 
construction cost estimated ^ the MOPT does not indude cost of berth 
apron and approach; tteits^ lowers, wagen Idaifrng at tote n , bufelng, 
conveydr gallery and mpiwflRng yard lltoed In thSrguidsilnes. The port 
has darilled toat items iitill in toe guktelnes are not envisaged in the 
projed ad the handling is proposed in the covered domes arid not open 
storage. It has estimated ffe cost of 4 s tor a ge domes to f 192 crorae 
apartfrom other dvil worfe i si fv tea gad for t h w pro pe sa d goto terawial. The 
MOPT has.darilied thai ffpital cost of domes is estirnsled Jby its 
consukants. In respdmre^ lto our repeated requeate. toe pert has 
expressed inability to produce any documentary support justoj^ toe 
estimated cost of the covered domes. The upfront tariff guideteies require 
to consider the civil cost»i estknated by the port The dyit cost estkiwted 
by toe pqrt which are baspb oh ^ estimates tomlshed In the FeadbHity 
Report relied.upon in this bnilysis for determlntog the upfront tariff. 
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(b) . Equipment cost: 

(i) . The number of ship unloaders, wagon loader, conveyor system, 

electrical works etc., is in linb with the list of items prescribed in 
the upfront tariff guidelines. 

(ii) . The normative list of equipment prescribes 2 nos. of reclaimers 

and 2 stackers, 2 cranes, 4 pay loaders and workshop equipment 
amongst other equipment The port has stated that reclaimers, 
suckers, cranes, payloaders and workshop equipments 
prescribed in the guidelines are not envisaged for the proposed 
coal terminal. 

The port was requested to explain the basis of estimating capital 
costs and to substantiate the estimates with supporting 
documents/ calculation/ rate analysis/ budgetary quotations, 
market rates, etc. The port has not furnish^ any such 
documents. When advised the port to confirm whether the 
estimates of capital cost reflect the current market price, the port 
has confirmed that the estimates reflect the price prevailing at the 
time of submission of the proposal. 

Recognising ttiat the estimates of equipment cost are comparable 
to the total equipment cost considered for the upfront tariff fixation 
of coal terminal and also recognising that all the estimates are 
based on estimates considered in the feasibility report prepared in 
June 2010, the estimates of capital cost furnished by the MOPT 
are fully relied upon for determining the upfront tariff. It is notable 
that none of the users;^ bidders have raised any objection on the 
civil and equipment cost estimated by the MOPT. 

(c) . The estimates of capital cost includes provision for contingency at 5% 

under the heads of civil and equipment costs. It has subsequently 
requested to read contingencies cost estimated as miscellaneous cost. 
The MOPT has clarified that tedinology of dome structure being very new 
and not available in the country, the cost is very volatile. In the case of 
equipment, variation in the exchange rate will have a direct impact in the 
estimation on equipment cost. Hence, 5% on the civil and equipment cost 
is provided to meet such contingencies. 

It is relevant to state, that pven in case of the upfront tariff proposals 
detemiined for various projects of Visakhapatnam Port Trust and in case 
of coal terminal at TPT the dvil and equipment cost estimates prepared by 
the port included provision for contingencies cost to take care of any 
contingency requirement as well as engineering / supervision charge 
which was accepted by this Authority in the upfront tariff determination. 
Assuming that the provision estimated by the MOPT covers the 
contingency as well as engineering and supervision cost which is not 
separately shown in the estimates, the same is considered. 

(d) . The MOPT has estimated miscellaneous capital cost at 5% on the civil 

and equipment cost excluding the contingencies cost which is found to be 
in line with the norm prescribed in the guidelines. 

(e) . The return on capital employed is estimated at 16% of the estimated 

capital cost. This works out X 59.55 crores for cargo handling services 

and T11.12 crores for berth hire services. 

\ 
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The upfront tarifF guideliM for coal ore terminal preadibe power 
consumption at 1.40 uhtts p|m' ionne. The MOPT has estimated the power 
cost adopting ttte oonsumil^ twrm prescftbedln the guidelines. 

The unit cost of power C6as|lered by the MOPT is 1! 4.50 at the ievel 
considered in the last upftprd'tariff of coal termipal. The unit cost of 
power is updated to T 4.01 bplsed on the we i ght e d average unit rate of 
power derived from eopi^ |i eteetdcity faWs of November 2010 and 
Decernber 2010 ftiniished%ite MOPT; 


As per the norms, the reqp^ itodinalntenanoe cost isestiniatod at 1% on 
the civil assets and 7% ^tte nMChanical and etectrical equipment, 
insurance cost at 1% of tM<gtow fteed asirrts and other expenses at 
5% of the gross Mhie of fixed assets. A/Vhile estmating btsuianoe cost 
and other eiqienses on grM esset value,-4he port has not tactored the 
miscenarteous Oapi^Oota wfto te teeogNsad in our a^^ in line with 
the approach ftalowed in 1M dtoer tipliftint tariff OBses. 


Depreciation, s» per the 
depreciafrbn rates for 9 
Companies Act, 1956. Di 
and 10.34% on eguipnM 
Companies Act under the t 

Lease rerrtals is caleulatSK 
be allotted by the port. Th 
mtr. per month. Theport i 
mb’, per mofith is based ( 
MOPT at T292 per 10 sq f 
land policy guidelines of 2( 
MOf^, the l^se rental eil 


kiiilMnes, should be calaiiated following the 
ngM Une Milhcxf (SLM) pre^ in the 
prlbiaficn is ecrhputed # 3.34% on dvil cost 
m* cost as pw the rates prescribed In the 
^fbr thefMevant group Of assets. 

r :4 * 

frir 83000 8q.mtrs. of total area proposed to 
^ (itit rate adopted by MOPT is T 34.30 per sq. 
tabiarilied tfiit tto urfR rate of T 34.30 per sq. 
n the rate prescribed in.Hs Scale of Rates of 
itrlfiet month wito escaiaflon @ 2% p.a. as per 
Od. Based on tee darllieaGon fUmtehed by toe 
rnMed by the MOPT is accepted. 


The guicMines requires tl^ operatirig crMt for berthing service to be 
estintated at 1 % of toe bert 1 Cost 

The MOPT has considereil itauiance O 1% and depreciation "(gi 3.34% 
on the aggregate vCipitMj otiM retiring to consiructe of berth while 
estimating toe anriual revcinuliirequiremmrt of berthing service apart firom 
the pr esc ri b e d norm of 1% Mtards maintenance. 


Although toe guidelines rei 
toe asset requires adequi 
value of toe asset win del 
denied; While fixing upire 
was recognised and the 
considered to assess Ihi 
service. - - 


Mbt toe Opereteig cost at 1% of toe berth cost, 
ltd‘inauianoe covers^ and toe frtot that toe 
rOblate due to wear and tear can also not be 
nt*berto hire at olf)er Port Trusts, this position 
bM of frisuranoa and depreciation were 
I itouM revenite requbtonertt from berthing 


In view of toe position e>d 
and depreciation are com 
operating cost for asseesn 
service. In this contmd, ftj 
fx upfront tariff setting gi 
paidcoiar Mem of expteidi 
computing toe upfront tin 
guMMines. 


)tained above, toe element of insurance cost 
Mined in this tawe also while estimating toe 
eM of toe revenue requirement from berth Mre 
sTMtewortoy tost clause 3.6. of toe guidelines 
rea flexibility to tote Authority to decide on a 
uni, which M considers for inooiporation while 
ff cap for which norms are not erqjlidt in toe 
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(vi). The statement for fixing upfront tariff submitted by the MOPT has been modified in 

itne with the above analysis. A copy of the modified statement is attached as 
Annex -1. 

(a) . The total r^evenue requirement from cargo handling service is estimated at 

7 123.60 crores which is an aggregate of operating cost of 7 64.05 crores 
and Return on a capital cost of 7 59.55 crores. 

(b) . Strictly as per the guidelines, 98% of the total revenue requirement is 

apportioned to handling charge and 1% each to storage charge and 
miscellaneous charge for arriving at the pre-determined tariff. 

(c) . As against the above norms presoibed, the MOPT has apportioned the 

entire revenue requirement of 7 149.11 crores to determine the composite 
cargo handling charges of 7 295.41 per tonne. 

As the port does not envisage any miscellaneous services to be offered at 
the proposed terminal, it has not apportioned any revenue requirement 
towards for determining the miscellaneous charge. Based on the 
clarification furnished by the MOPT, the nonn of 1% prescribed for 
determining the miscellaneous service is clubbed with the composite 
handling charge. This approadr was also followed for the upfront 
determined for the coal terminal at MOPT in August 2008 Order. 

As regards storage charge, foe port has proposed free period of 20 days 
based on annual turn over of 18 assumed by the port. In our analysis, the 
turnover is increased to 20. Consequently, foe free period is reduced and 
prescribed at 15 days in iine with the prescription made in the case of foe 
other coal terminal at the MOPT. 

The MOPT has explained that since storage in the domes cannot be 
equated with normal storage on yard and involves huge capital cost it has 
deviated from the norms prescribed in foe guidelines for apportioning 
1% of foe estimated revenue requirement storage charge are proposed 
substantially high to discourage use of storage domes like normal yard. 

It is notable that the approach adopted by the MOPT of apportioning foe 
entire revenue requirement for determining foe handiing chaige and 
proposing the storage charge independently as a percentage of handling 
charge is not in compliance with the norms prescribed in guidelines and 
will result in annual revenue generation to the operator exceeding foe total 
revenue requirement estimated. As regards foe point made by foe MOPT 
about the huge capital cost for covered of domes, it is notable that the 
capital cost related to.storage facility and foe operating cost thereon form 
part of the estimated revenue requirement from the cargo handiing 
serwce. In our analysis, 99% (i.e. 98% plus 1% towards miscellaneous 
service) of estimated revenue requirement as per the norms prescribed in 
foe guideiines is considered to derive the composite handling charge and 
1% of foe estimated revenue requirement i.e. 7 1.24 crores is apportioned 
to storage charge as per the norms prescribed in the guidelines. 

Accordingly, composite cargo handling charge is anived at 7 249.03 per 
tonne as against 7 295.41 proposed by MOPT. The upfront tariff 
approved for coal terminal at MOPT in the Order dated 7 August 2008 is 
7 183.00 per tonne. The dtfference in the rate is mainly on account of the 
capital cost of covered storage domes in foe instant proposal. 

The storage charge proposed by foe MOPT is 7 30 per tonne per day or 
part thereof for foe first five days beyond the free period, 7 75 per tonne 
per day for O"* day to lO" day and 7 150 per tonne for the period 
thereafter. The rates proposed by foe MOPT are found to be significantly 
high. The storage charge is arrived by the MOPT independently based on 
the percentage of handling charge giving reference of the storage charge 
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prescribed in the Scale of l^tes of SWPL The reference drawn to SWPL 
is out of place as the udfrmt tariff fixatton for proposed coal terminal Is 
goverr>ed by 2008 guMelmei: 

It is relevant to state thdt considering the cargo turnover of 20 and the 
evacuation Q 1S000 tonnes per day reportedly achieved at .the MOPT, a 
rough calcuiat'on shows that the entire cargo can be evacuated within the 
IS days free period prescribed In this case. However, in order to act as a 
deterrent and ensure a tbrilf arrangement is prescribed for cargo availing 
storage feicility beyond prescribed free period, the storage charges are 
prescribed at ttie level prescribed for the other coal terminal in August 
2008 Order Le. X 12 per tonne per day or part thereof for the first five days 
beyond the free period le. T 24 per tonne or part thereof for the next five 
days and X 48 per tonne lor part thereof the period Qiereafter. 

(d). The revenue requiremeht from berthing service works out to 7 14.84 
crores as estimated by the port 

Normally vessel related charges for foreign going vessels are 
denominated in US dollar terms by converting the rupee value to dollar 
terms by applying the exchange rate prevailing at the time of notification 
of the relevant tariff order. This Authority while finalising the upfiont berth 
hire at other major port busts has already decided to approve the upfiont 
berth hire charge in Rupbb term only fix' the stated reasons. 

The methodology followed by the MOPT for arriving at the berth Nre is in 
general found to be in Una the approach followed by this Authority in 
other upfront tariff cas^.^ Since the optimal terminal capacity is modified 
and due to considering the share of capesize vessels, the berth hire wwks 
out to 0.89 per GRT hour for foreign going vessel and X 0.53 per GRT 
per hour for coastal vessel. It is nofo|ble that the rate for coastal vessel 
does not foctor any irripact of coastal conces^n as the port has not 
indicated any coastal vbssel for the proposed Coal terminal. 

(vii). The upfront tariff schedule propjosed by foe MOPT does not specify concession in 
foe handling charge for coasM movement of cargo for ship to shore transfer, 
transfer from / to quay, to / from yard including wharfage though it has proposed 
concessional vessel related ch^e for coastal vessel. 

Durmg the processing of upfroib tariff for the coal termirral in August 2008, it was 
understood foat there may not be any coastal vessel unloading coal at Moimugao 
Port. Thus prescribing concessional rate to coastal vessel/ cargo may rK>t have 
any impact on foe revenue real^ation. The concessional rate for coastal category 
is, however, prescribed to comply with foe Government guidelines in case of aiiy 
such eventuality. Accordingly, concession in foe composite handlirrg rate is 
prescribed for coastal movement of coal other than thermal coal at 60% of the rate 
prescribed for normal cargo i.e.' X. 149.42 per tonne. 

(viii). The note (i) proposed under the schedule conqrosite handling charge states that 
handling charge is a composjte rate fof. unloading of caigo through unloading 
facilities, storage at coal storage domes upto free period of 20 days. The 
proposed note is elaborated tb stafo that foe rate prescribed is a composite rate 
for unloading of cargo from vessel, 'tiinsfer of the same upto the point of storage, 
storage at- covered dome upto a period of 15 days, reclaiming from foe 
storage dome and loading r^o wagons, wharfage and. all other miscellaneous 
services not specifically prescribed in foe Scale of Rates. 

(ix). One of the main contentions of foe Mormugao Port Users Association (MPUA) is 
that foe proposed coal terminal does not proifide for evacuation of cargo by roeui. 
It is understood foat port has informed the MPUA foat road borne coal cargo can 
shift to berth no.7 which is airtbrfy under construction and has a provision for fru^ 
loading of cargo. The MPUA'apprehmds that if the construcHOn of the pr^iosed 
berth No.11 commences befbre commissioning of berth no.7, then the present 
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users will have no means of importing the cargo. It is notable that the proposed 
coal terminal at Berth No.11 is for loading the imported coal into railway wagons 
only and no coal is expected to move by road. The MOPT is, however, advised to 
address the concerns expressed by the MPUA and provide for an alternative 
arrangement for coal traffic moving by road. 

(x) . The MOPT has proposed a note that stating that the operator of the proposed 

terminal shall allow rebate in berth hire payable to the MOPT during the period of 
idling of vessel at the terminal. The proposed note is not found relevant as the 
berth hire charge for the proposed coal tenninal are payable to the operator and 
not to the land lord port and hence MOPT was requested to examine and delete 
the same. The port has explained that rebate in berth hire may have to be given 
by the tenninal operator if foe vessel idles on the berth due to break-down of 
machinery or fadlitles attributable to foe terminal operator and hence the 
proposed note is in order. A condition to the effect of not levying berth hire for foe 
period of idling of vessels due to breakdown of shore based installations, power 
failure, etc. is included. Therefore, foe question of allowing rebate on berth hire 
which is not to be collected does not arise. Generally rebate in berth hire in such 
cases is prescribed when berth hire is levied by some person other than foe 
terminal operator. 

(xi) . The definition of terms coastal vessel and foreign going vessel are included in foe 

Scale of Rates in line with foe .definition commonly prescribed in foe Scale of 
Rates. 

Some of the common conditions stipulated in the guidelines of 2005 and the 
conditions uniformly prescribed in foe Scale of Rates of other major ports / private 
terminals about status of the vessel for foe purpose of vessel related charges, 
criteria for conversion of foreign to coastal vessel, conditions relating to 
concession to coastal vessel and cargo, users should not be required to pay 
charges for delays beyond reasonable level attributable to foe private terminal 
operator, berth hire shall not accrue 4 hours after the time of vessel signaling its 
readiness to sail, free days to exclude Customs holidays and terminal's non¬ 
operating days, storage charge shall not be levied if the terminal operator is not in 
a position to deliveri ship foe cargo when requested by user for reasons 
attributable to the operators proposed are incorporated in the upfront tariff 
schedule for the proposed coal tenninal. 

15.1. As per clause 2.8 of the Guidelines, the tariff caps will be indexed to inflation but 
only to an extent of 60% of the variation in Vtfoolesale Price Index (WPI) occurring between 
1 January 2008 and 1 January of foe relevant year. • Such alrtomatic adjustment of tariff caps will 
be made every year and foe adjusted tariff caps will come into force from 1 April of foe relevant 
year to 31 March of the following year. In foe instant case it is found appropriate and relevant to 
prescribe the base WPI to be considered for automatic adjustment every year as 1 January 2011. 

15.2. As specified in clauses 2.9.1. and 2.9.2. of foe guidelines, before commencement 
of commercial operations, the private operator shall approach this Authority for notification of Scale 
of Rates containing foe approved ceiling rates and the statement of conditions, as required under 
Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. 

15.3. As per clause 3.8.5 of foe guidelines, if any question arises requiring clarifications 
or interpretation of foe Scale of Rates and foe statement of conditionalities, the matter shall be 
referred to this Authority and its decision in this regard will be binding on foe operator. 

15.4. The performance norms for foe projects should be dearly brought out in foe bid 
documents. The private operator is expected to perform at least at the performance norms 
brought out in foe bid documentfconcession agreement. 

15.5. The actual performance of the private operators wilt be monitored by this 
Authority, if any complaint regarding quality of sennce is received, this Authority will enquire into 
such allegation and forward its findings to foe Mormugao Port Trust. If any action is to be taken 
against the private operators, foe Mormugao Port Trust shall initiate appropriate action in 
accordance with foe provisions of the relevant Concession Agreement. 


Il.miil 
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15.6. During ttie commercial operation at ihe terminal, within 15 days from the end of 
every quarter, the private operator shall submit to thl$ Autttority through the Mwmugao Port Trust 
a report containing the tenninal's physical and financial performance during the preceding three 
months. 

15.7. The upfront tariff fixation has been cpnied out for the opflmai capacity of the coal 
temiinal arrived at 4.91 MTPA wHh wide mismatch bjstween the quay and the yard capacities for 
the reasons explained earlier. This Authority makes I dear once again that the upfront tariff caps 
fixed now will be subject to review any time during ^ concession period, if it is found that the 
actual traffic handled exceeds the optimal capacffy ^fetermined in this e}»tcise and accordingly 
advise MOPT to monitor the portion and fife a suitable proposal for resetting the tariff at the 
appropriate time. 

16. In the result, and for the reasond given above and based on a collectfve 

application of mind, thto Authority approves the tariff dspe for mechanised handing of coal terminal 
with covered storage domes at Mormugao Port Trust athehed as Ainimc •> n. 

RANI JADHAV, Chaiqwrson 
. IADVT.ni/4/143/11-Exly.] 
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ANNEX^II 


WORMUGAO PORT TRUST 

UPFRONT TARIFF SCHEDULE FOR COAL HANDUNG WITH COVERED STORAGE DOMES 


1.1. DEFINITIONS: 

In this Scale of Rates unless the context othenlrise requires, the foliowing definition shall apply. 

(i) . ‘Coastal Vessel’ means any vessel sbcdusively employed in trading between any port or 

place in India to any other or place in India ha^ a valid coastal license issued by 
the competent authority. 

(ii) . ’Foreign Vessel* means any vessel other than a coastal vessel. 

(ni). ’Per Day* means per calendar day unless otherwise stated. 

1.2. GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 

(i). The status of the vessel, as borne opt by its certification by the Customs or the Director 
Genersd of Shipping, is the relevantl|ctor to decide whether vsMel is ‘coastal’ or foreign- 
going’ forihe purpose of levy of vessel related charges; and, the nature of cargo or its 
origin will not be of any relevance for mis purpose. 

The vessel related charges for afi coastal vess^ should not exceed 60% of the 
conesponding charges for other vessels. 

The cargo related charges for afi coastal cargo other than thermed coal should not 
exceed 60% of the normal cargo related charges. 

In case of cargo related charges, the concessional rates should be levied on all 
the relevant handling chaqjes for ship-shore tians^ #nd Iransfor from / to quay 
to/ from storage yard including wharfoge. 

Cargo from a foreign port which reaches an Indian Port ‘A’ for subsequent 
transhipment to Indian Port‘8’will be, levied the concessfonal charges relevant for 
its coastal voyage. In other words, cargo from / to Indian ports carried by vessel 
permitted to undertake coailal voyage wifi quafify the concession. 

(iii) . Interest on delayed payments / refonds. 

(a) . The user shall pay penal InterMt on delayed payments under this Scale of Rates. 

Likewise, the terminal operator shall pay penal interest on delayed refunds. 

(b) . The rate of penal interest wN be 2% above the Prime Lending Rate of the State 

Bank of India. 

(c) . The delay in refunds will be jcounted only 20 days from the date of completion of 

services or on production of all the documents required from the users, whichever 
is later. 

(d) . The delay in payment by the users will be counted only 10 days after the date of 

raising the biiis by the Terminal Operator. This provision shall, however, not apply 
to the cases where payment Js to be made before availing the services where 
payment of charges in advance is prescribed as a condMion in this Scate of Rates. 

(iv) . All charges worked out shall be rounded off to the next Hgher rupee on the grand total of 

the bill. 


(ii). (a). 

(b) . 

(c) . 

(d) - 
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(v) . (a). The rates prescribed in the Scale of Rates are ceiling levels, likewise, rebates and 

discounts are floor levels. The terminal operators may, if they so desire, charge 
lower rates and/or allow higher rebates and discounts. 

(b) . ITie terminal operator may also, if they so desire rationalize tfie prescribed 

conditionalities governing the application of rates prescribed in the Scale of Rates 
if such rationalisation gives relief to the users in the rate per unit and the unit rates 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates do not exceed the ceiling level. 

(c) . The terminal operator should notify the public such lower rates and/ or 

rationalisation of the conditionalities governing the application of such rates and 
continue to notify the public any further charges in $u<^ lower rates and/or in the 
conditionalities governing the application of such rates provided the new rates 
fixed shall not exceed the rate notified by the TAMP. 

(vi) . Users will not be required to pay charges for delays beyond reasonable level attributable 

to the operator. 


2. COMPOSITE CARGO HANDLING CHARGES: 


SI. 

No. 

Commodity 

Unit 

Rate in Rupees 

Foreign I Coastai 

1. 

Composite Coal handling charge: I 

(a). 

Thermal coal 

Per Metric Tonne 

249.03 

249.03 

(b). 

Other than Thermal coal 

Per Metric Tonne 

249.03 

149.42 


Note: 

The handling charges prescribed above is a composite charge for unloading of the cargo from the 
vessel and transfer of the same upto the point of storage, storage at the covered dome upto a free 
period of 15 days reclaiming from storage dome and loading onto railway wagons, wharfoge and 
all other miscellaneous services provided. 


3. STORAGE CHARGES: 

The storage charge for the cargo stored in the coal storage dome beyond the free period allowed 
shall be as below: 


... C 

Rate in T per tonne per day or part thereof) 

Si. 

No. 

Commodity 

Rate for five days for 
the balance cargo 
remaining after the 
free period 

Rats for sixth day 
to tenth day for 
the balance cargo 

Rate for Eleventh 
day onwards for the 
balance cargo 

1. 

Coal (all types) 

12 

24 

48 


Notes: 

(i) . Fifteen free Days shall be commenced immediately on completion of unloading of cargo 

from the vessel. For the purpose of calculation of free period. Customs notified holidays 
and Terminal's non- working days shall be excluded. 

(ii) . Storage charges shall be payable for all days including Terminal's non- working days and 

Customs notified holidays for stay of cargo beyond the prescribed free days. 

(iii) . Storage charge on cargo shall not accrue for the period when the terminal operator is not 

in a position to deliver / ship the cargo when requested by the user due to reasons 
attributable to the terminal operator. 



- f- IS i| » 
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4. BERTH HIRE: 

The Berth Hire charges payable by masters/owners/agents of the vessel shall be as per rates 
below: 


SI. 


Rate per GRT per hour or i 

>art thereof 

No. 

Vessels 

Foreign Going Vessel 
(In^ 

Coastal Vessel 

(inT) 

1. 

All vessels 

0.89 

0.53 


Notes: 

(i) . No berth hire shall be levied for the period when the vessel idles at its berth for continuous 

one hour or more due to breakdown of terminal operator's equipment or power or for any 
other reasons attributable to the terminal operator. 

(ii) . (a). Berth hire shall stop 4 hours after the time of vessel signaling its readiness to sail. 

(b) . The time limit of 4 hours prescribed for the cessation of berth hire shall exclude 

the ship's waiting time for want of fovorable tide conditions, inclement vleather, 
and due to lack of night navigation. 

(c) . The master / agent of the vessel shall signal readiness to sail only in accordance 

with fovorable tidal and weather conditions. 

(iii) . The Penal Berth hire shall be equal to one-day's (24 hours) berth hire charge for a false 

signal. 

"False signal* would be when the vessel signals readiness and asks for a pilot in 
anticipation even when she is not ready for un-berthing due to engine not being ready or 
cargo operation not completed or such other reasons attributable to the vessels. This 
excludes the signaling readiness when a vessel is not able to sail due to unfovorable tide, 
lack of night navigation or adverse weather conditions.’ 


5. GENERAL NOTE TO SCHEDULE (2) TO (4) ABOVE: 

The tariff caps will be indexed to inflation but only to an e)dent of 60% of the variation in Wholesale 
Price Index (WPI) occurring between 1 January 2011 and 1 January of the relevant year. Such 
automatic adjustment of tariff caps will be made every year and the adjusted tariff caps will come 
into force from 1 April of the relevant year to 31 March of the following year. 
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